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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lori Conrad
3031 Bryant Place
Davis, CA 95618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Allegra Chambers
675 sycamore st
Oakland, CA 94612
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Diana R.
C
México, AK 57170
MX
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Damon Brown
3536 Cloverdale Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90016
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

DM Fleming
1107 Halifax Ave
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mila Salazar
8016 Ney Ave.
Oakland, CA 94605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brad Nelson
333 Sunset Dr.
Oxnard, CA 93035
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Lotz
3181 Stony Point Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sheilagh Creighton
285 Scenic Road
Fairfax, CA 94930
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vance Handley
3642 1/2 Mentone AVE
Los Angeles, CA 90034
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
chris nesschris nesschris nesschris ness         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:39 AM

Please respond to ephemeristhewayPlease respond to ephemeristhewayPlease respond to ephemeristhewayPlease respond to ephemeristheway

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

chris ness
61 tarquin cres
ottawa, ON k2h8j7
CA



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Ruth LombardRuth LombardRuth LombardRuth Lombard         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:02 AM

Please respond to hunbardPlease respond to hunbardPlease respond to hunbardPlease respond to hunbard

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ruth Lombard
514 Baines Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jeffrey LongJeffrey LongJeffrey LongJeffrey Long         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:19 AM

Please respond to jeffreyPlease respond to jeffreyPlease respond to jeffreyPlease respond to jeffrey ....cccc....longlonglonglong

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Please. I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail 
project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to 
California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing 
climate change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's 
way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeffrey Long
712 Rosemont Ave
Ramona, CA 93950
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Aysenur ÇömlekciAysenur ÇömlekciAysenur ÇömlekciAysenur Çömlekci         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 03:51 AM

Please respond to nournexPlease respond to nournexPlease respond to nournexPlease respond to nournex

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Aysenur Çömlekci
I.Çelebi Mh.
Manisa, Türkiye Cumhuriyeti, IA 45010
CA



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
William WinburnWilliam WinburnWilliam WinburnWilliam Winburn         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 12:54 AM

Please respond to robinwinburnPlease respond to robinwinburnPlease respond to robinwinburnPlease respond to robinwinburn

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

William Winburn
6568 Beachview Dr.
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Nell WadeNell WadeNell WadeNell Wade         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 10:36 PM

Please respond to nellcentralcoastPlease respond to nellcentralcoastPlease respond to nellcentralcoastPlease respond to nellcentralcoast 1111

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nell Wade
2327 Lopez
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
yoshi miyamotoyoshi miyamotoyoshi miyamotoyoshi miyamoto         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 10:35 PM

Please respond to yoshiloopPlease respond to yoshiloopPlease respond to yoshiloopPlease respond to yoshiloop

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

yoshi miyamoto
320 lee st
oakland, CA 94610
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
James HughesJames HughesJames HughesJames Hughes         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 08:09 PM

Please respond to jimhugsPlease respond to jimhugsPlease respond to jimhugsPlease respond to jimhugs

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Hughes
246 Brewery Lane
Auburn, CA 95603
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Patricia StraussPatricia StraussPatricia StraussPatricia Strauss         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 07:19 PM

Please respond to patnewyorkredPlease respond to patnewyorkredPlease respond to patnewyorkredPlease respond to patnewyorkred

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Strauss
1817 N. Fuller Ave., Apt. 104
Los Angeles, CA 90046-238
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Greg Goodman
4049 Chestnut Avenue
Concord, CA 94519
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lois Gorrell
1505 Clearview Lane
Santa Ana, CA 92705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jennifer Valentine
13480 Cheltenham Dr.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Caitriona Smyth
2527 ridge road
Berkeley, CA 94709
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

heather clough
7187 lemur st
ventura, CA 93003
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Janet HeymanJanet HeymanJanet HeymanJanet Heyman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 03:50 PM

Please respond to inspiritPlease respond to inspiritPlease respond to inspiritPlease respond to inspirit 10101010

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Heyman
7418 W 88th place
Los Angeles, CA 90045
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Miss Canan TMiss Canan TMiss Canan TMiss Canan T         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 02:53 PM

Please respond to canantPlease respond to canantPlease respond to canantPlease respond to canant

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Miss Canan T
-
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carly Clements Owens
211 South Ave
Alamo, CA 94507
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Logan Smith
2419 Locust Street
Santa Maria, CA 93458
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, 
and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 
increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes, and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review, 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir, or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil, making this project  
incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.



Elizabeth Edinger
10822 Magnolia Blvd., Apt. 36
North Hollywood, CA 91601
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rodolfo Scarpati
3056 Castro Valley Blvd. #24
Castro Valley, CA 94546
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

krisetn fera
320
cleveland, OH 44111
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bob Mannix
3320 B Del Monte Blvd.
Marina, CA 93933
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.  
The area already suffers from the environmental impact of unchecked fuel 
generation, and this would exacerbate the situation greatly.

Robin Ryan
966 Chenery St
San Francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mika Stonehawk
2480 Irvine Blvd
Tustin, CA 92782
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Jordan
2340 Harper Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah Aird
575 O'Farrell Street #99
San Francisco, CA 94102
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandra Traum
6 Mancera
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing from the Blast Zone in urban Seattle to strongly urge you to deny 
the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands to California will undermine your state's efforts to be a 
global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put all our 
West Coast communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sigrid Asmus
4009 24 Ave W
Seattle, WA 98199
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susanna Battin
24700 McBean Parkway
Valencia, CA 91355
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Lauri Riley DowlingLauri Riley DowlingLauri Riley DowlingLauri Riley Dowling         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/21/2014 06:29 PM

Please respond to starlightwithinPlease respond to starlightwithinPlease respond to starlightwithinPlease respond to starlightwithin

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lauri Riley Dowling
13846 Kittridge St.
Valley Glen, CA 91405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

brian Lewis
6802 gunn dr
oakland, CA 94611
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
donna wooddonna wooddonna wooddonna wood         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/21/2014 05:54 PM

Please respond to donnainthewoodsPlease respond to donnainthewoodsPlease respond to donnainthewoodsPlease respond to donnainthewoods

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

donna wood
po box1335
haiku, HI 96708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alan Schenck
1784 Kimberly Drive
Sunnyvale, CA 94087
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Buff Whitman-Bradley
142 Dominga Ave.
Fairfax, CA 94930
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Henry DeNicola
3822 Bloomfield Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Antonella Marinelli
Via Dei Mille, 16
Sammichele di Bari, ot 70010
IT



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Eric WolfeEric WolfeEric WolfeEric Wolfe         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/21/2014 04:46 PM

Please respond to ewwolfePlease respond to ewwolfePlease respond to ewwolfePlease respond to ewwolfe

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Eric Wolfe
1291 29th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Camille Herrera
4301 Abbington Court
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Asano Fertig
11 Virginia Gardens
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Domenico Graniello
Via Degli Alberi, 26/B
Casamassima, ot 70010
IT
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kristie Choi
26592 Meadow Crest Drive
Laguna Hills, CA 92653
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Victoria De Goff
1916 Los Angeles Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert De Goff and family
638 San Luis Road
Berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Richard Sherman
1916 Los Angeles Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

William De Goff
109 Walnut Street
San Francisco, CA 94118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ludo Stassijns
Mandekensstraat 6
Lebbeke, ot 9280
BE
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ann Maijala
1748 S. Mountain Ave. #D
Ontario, CA 91762
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.  
Industry has no right to spoil our environment for profit.  

sandra bell
5519 sylvia ave
tarzana, CA 91356
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Ann Gamma
740 E. Thomson Ave.
Sonoma, CA 95476
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Llauren PeraltaLlauren PeraltaLlauren PeraltaLlauren Peralta         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/21/2014 11:14 AM

Please respond to bodhineverdisparagPlease respond to bodhineverdisparagPlease respond to bodhineverdisparagPlease respond to bodhineverdisparag

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Llauren Peralta
322 Nevq pl.
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

lisa hoivik
linda vista pl
monterey, CA 93940
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

mel marcus
5718 e scrivener st
long beach, CA 90808
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

M L
river   st.
kent, OH 44240
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christopher Pond
22129 N Umpqua Hwy
Glide, OR 97443
US
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Please respond to jpsalvadorPlease respond to jpsalvadorPlease respond to jpsalvadorPlease respond to jpsalvador 91919191

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jessica Blaylock
1806 Grant Ave
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
US
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Please respond to stefPlease respond to stefPlease respond to stefPlease respond to stef ....yellisyellisyellisyellis

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stefanie Yellis
4211 Harbor View Ave.
Oakland, CA 94619
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael & Diane McGrath
12101 Bradford Place
Granada Hills, CA 91344
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathryn Cissna
18616 65th Ct NE
Kenmore, WA 98028
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wave Baker
990 Meadowlark Lane
Laguna Beach, CA 92651
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vicki Cyr
128 Ash Grove Court
San Jose, CA 95123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ruby McCracken
31250 John Wallace Rd
Evergreen, CO 80249
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jeanie ruggles
2146 N Euclid
Upland, CA 91784
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Laurance shindermanLaurance shindermanLaurance shindermanLaurance shinderman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/20/2014 08:14 PM

Please respond to lshindermanPlease respond to lshindermanPlease respond to lshindermanPlease respond to lshinderman

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laurance shinderman
1878 Eucalyptus Rd
Nipomo, CA 93444
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kirsten Meeker
442 Anacapa St.
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Johanne Zell
2884 Redondo Ave.
Camarillo, CA 93012
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Adam McMullen
744 Roseheath Drive
Milton, ON L9T 4R4
CA
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

George Vye
10388 Boulder Court
Ventura, CA 93004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Birgit Hermann
627 Page Street #7
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Suzanne deason
2045 Silverado St
San Marcos, CA 92078
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Suzanne deasonSuzanne deasonSuzanne deasonSuzanne deason         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/20/2014 06:14 PM

Please respond to yogalifePlease respond to yogalifePlease respond to yogalifePlease respond to yogalife

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Suzanne deason
2045 Silverado St
San Marcos, CA 92078
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pam Lynn
9 Longwood Lake Road
Oak Ridge, NJ 07438
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Shinobu Fukushima
4 Yoyogi Shibuya
Tokyo, ot 1510053
JP



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
mike fitzpatrickmike fitzpatrickmike fitzpatrickmike fitzpatrick         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/20/2014 05:27 PM

Please respond to mikelfitzPlease respond to mikelfitzPlease respond to mikelfitzPlease respond to mikelfitz

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

mike fitzpatrick
13928 village ave.
healdsburg, CA 95448
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Maggie O'Driscoll
142 S Ave. 56
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Olga Alvarado
Santa Rosa Street
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

DH Higgins
Bolinas Road
Fairfax, CA 94930
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Hammermeister
16456 Shamhart Dr.
granada Hills, CA 91344
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Flaherty
11100 Telegraph Rd. #111
Ventura, CA 93004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

rosemary nelson
1928 Eucalyptus Road
nipomo, CA 93444
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Monica Brunetto
2321 Somerset AVe
Castro Valley, CA 94546
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

william diantonio
19 kristen
mantua, NJ 08051
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

W. Gish
PO Box 01
GLENDALE, CA 91201
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

karen black
1028 florida street
vallejo, CA 94590
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

karen black
1028 florida street
vallejo, CA 94590
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thomas Patterson
318 Leland Ave.
Palo Alto, CA 94306
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

sandy carter
1027 nw charlemagne pl
corvallis, OR 97330
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marilyn Logan
22816 Market St
Newhall, CA 91321
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Miguel Poblete
6714 Sabado Tarde Rd.
Goleta, CA 93117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Benzel
PO Box 5334, Carpenter 2 SW of 2nd
Carmel,, CA 93921
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Aurelie WardAurelie WardAurelie WardAurelie Ward         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/20/2014 11:27 AM

Please respond to healthPlease respond to healthPlease respond to healthPlease respond to health

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Aurelie Ward
1409 Forest Park Drvie
Statesville, NC 28677
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lori Biagini
1392 everest td
Venice, FL 34293
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jennifer Eggertsen
438 Day Road
Ventura, CA 93003
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

corey benjamin
970 menlo ave
los angeles, CA 90006
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joyce Campbell
3336 Winlock Road
Torrance, CA 90505
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Essman
P. O. Box 1381
Healdsburg, CA 95448
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carolyn Simone
541 N. Sparks St.
Burbank, CA 91506
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

loree clary
14561-A North Butte Rd
Live Oak, CA 95953
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carrie Bennett
1601 Belvedere Avenue
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rhea Damon
4263 Las Virgenes Rd Unit 7
Calabasas, CA 91302
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Scott
423 E. Rosewood Court
Ontario, CA 91764
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Timothy Lippert
210 Donegal Way
Martinez, CA 94553
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andrew Cantino
247 Grattan St
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

N. J. Clerici & family
1514 Flora St
Crockett, CA 94525
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Larry Serna
2496 S Westgate Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

morty gr
2169a aroma drive
west covina, CA 91791
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Lentz
7927 Robbie Cir.
Goleta, CA 93117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janice Gloe
3100 Guido St
Oakland, CA 94602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

OUR SON LIVES NEAR THE RAILROAD TRACKS IN OAKLAND AND  WE ARE VERY WORRIED 
ABOUT HIS SAFETY!!!

PLEASE deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 
Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts 
to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our 
communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in affected towns just aren't prepared for these 
heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. 
The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident 
rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting 
crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is 
troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than 
during the past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which 
reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe 
tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 



simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thank you!

Matthew Leddy
275 D Street
Redwood City, CA 94063

Matthew Leddy
275 D Street
Redwood City, CA 94063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jean Lawson Saint Hill
1528 N Caswell Ave
Pomona, CA 91767
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Bradley
9458 Bosworth Court
Newark, CA 94560
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bronte Kass
16383 Aztec Ridge Dr
Los Gatos, CA 95030
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dalana Duncan
1775 W. Mosier Pl.
Denver, CO 80223
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joel Johnson
309 Cedar St. #31
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Shari Eubanks
5013 Westpark drive
N. Hollywood, CA 91601
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandra Walker
seacountry
RSM, CA 92688
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

As a chemist and a scientist that understands the toxicity of tarsands oil and 
its explosive properties, I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the 
proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing 
tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global 
leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our communities 
directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wayne Miller
36505 Bridgepointe Drive
Newark, CA 94560
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rose Miksovsky
5343 broadway terr
Oakland, CA 94618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Monica Hernandez Osmond
1061 Sierra Avenue
MARTINEZ, CA 94553
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Quimby
5175 W. 21st Street
Los Angeles, CA 90016
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

We are writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project 
at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

We are strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 
we insist the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.



Paul and Kathleen Lanctot
Lockewood Lane
Scotts Valley, CA 95066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ally Gialketsis
380 Teloma Dr
Ventura, CA 93003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Merrill
4411 Beaumont Avenue
Oxnard, CA 93033
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Joyce GubelmanJoyce GubelmanJoyce GubelmanJoyce Gubelman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 03:39 PM

Please respond to jgubelmanPlease respond to jgubelmanPlease respond to jgubelmanPlease respond to jgubelman

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joyce Gubelman
5600 3rd Street
San Francisco, CA 94124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lauren Linda
2376C Via Mariposa West
Laguna Woods, CA 92637
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly implore you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the 
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 

Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a 
global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our 
communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. 
--The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately 
assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates 
rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, 
omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 
--This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 
2013 than during the past four decades combined. 
--The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of 
crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. --This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. 
--Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive 
ecosystems, homes and local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
--The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California's central coast. 
--A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate 
drinking water for millions of Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time 
of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. 
--Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. 
--At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian 
tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making 



this project simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate 
leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carla Cicchi
POB 907
Placerville, CA 95667
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Mason
1493 Westmont Ave.
Campbell, CA 95008
US
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Please respond to ptwomeyPlease respond to ptwomeyPlease respond to ptwomeyPlease respond to ptwomey

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patrick Twomey
38 Montell St
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nicole Maschke
4802 Gedeon Avenue
Cleveland, OH 44102
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cecilia Brown
Chelton Dr
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rita Franco
10538 Whitegate Ave
Sunland, CA 91040
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

In addition to the comments below, I must advise that Ventura residents will 
not allow dangerous trains to use our rails. Please make a responsible 
decision on this matter. Thank you for your continued service to California 
communities.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 



stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Barnett
4432 Whittier Ave
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Travis Lyons
K
Sonoma, CA 95476
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Orva M Gullett
1922 Victory Rd Lot #116
Marion, OH 43302
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robbi Curtis
8080 Horseshoe bar Rd
Loomis, CA 95650
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Denis Petitt
1046 North Screenland Drive
Burbank, CA 91505
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debbie Neimark
6018 n. oakley ave
Chicago, IL 60659
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

lisa hoivik
linda vista pl
monterey, CA 93940
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ian and Janeane Moody
6 Alexander Ave.
Sausalito, CA 94965
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ian and Janeane Moody
6 Alexander Ave.
Sausalito, CA 94965
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am a Ventura resident who lives less than a mile from the main north-south 
rail corridor.  I am concerned that officials in San Luis Obispo County have 
the power to approve oil-by-rail that runs through our neighborhoods.  I am 
writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the 
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 



simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dori Littell-Herrick
1681 Santa Ynez St.
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Arlene Geraci-Benson
525. Auzerais Ave
San Jose, CA 95126
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elisabeth Bollman
9464 Wellington Cir.
Windsor, CA 95492
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bryan Brown
6516 Lexington Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90038
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Robbin
11201 Dona Lola Drive
Studio City, CA 91604
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Teri HittTeri HittTeri HittTeri Hitt         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 10:39 AM

Please respond to infoPlease respond to infoPlease respond to infoPlease respond to info

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Teri Hitt
4071 Duquesne Ave.
Culver City, CA 90232
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jeanne BenioffJeanne BenioffJeanne BenioffJeanne Benioff         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 10:24 AM

Please respond to jbenioffPlease respond to jbenioffPlease respond to jbenioffPlease respond to jbenioff

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeanne Benioff
765 Upland Road
Redwood City, CA 94062
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
David LayDavid LayDavid LayDavid Lay         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 09:57 AM

Please respond to davidlayPlease respond to davidlayPlease respond to davidlayPlease respond to davidlay 1111

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Lay
2630 Tuller Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Patrick LekaPatrick LekaPatrick LekaPatrick Leka         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 09:55 AM

Please respond to PatrickPlease respond to PatrickPlease respond to PatrickPlease respond to Patrick ....lekalekalekaleka

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patrick Leka
1056 N Olive St
Ventura, CA 93001
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
rosemary jewkesrosemary jewkesrosemary jewkesrosemary jewkes         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 09:53 AM

Please respond to rosebudjPlease respond to rosebudjPlease respond to rosebudjPlease respond to rosebudj

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

rosemary jewkes
via estrada
laguna woods, CA 92637
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
virginia mendezvirginia mendezvirginia mendezvirginia mendez         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 09:46 AM

Please respond to virginialefayPlease respond to virginialefayPlease respond to virginialefayPlease respond to virginialefay

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

virginia mendez
NE 173 street
Miami, FL 33160
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Lynn WeeksLynn WeeksLynn WeeksLynn Weeks         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 09:41 AM

Please respond to theluvdoctorPlease respond to theluvdoctorPlease respond to theluvdoctorPlease respond to theluvdoctor

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lynn Weeks
7231 Kodiak St
Ventura, CA 93003
US
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Please respond to juliebrickellPlease respond to juliebrickellPlease respond to juliebrickellPlease respond to juliebrickell

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julie Brickell
210 W Union Ave Apt 13
Fullerton, CA 92832
US
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Please respond to mrgrtmorrisPlease respond to mrgrtmorrisPlease respond to mrgrtmorrisPlease respond to mrgrtmorris

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Margaret Morris
2866 Apache Ave.
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Deb Ebling
1518 NOrth Street
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marya Mayer
5892 Eagles Nest DR
Jupiter, FL 33458
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dan Martin
339 Marlow Dr.
Oakland, CA 94605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

E Gomez
216 f street box 19
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Mendelsohn
8076 Crystal Pl
Ventura, CA 93004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Heather Blancho
107 Gerard Drive
Goleta, CA 93117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Diane McLaughlin
13202 Summertime Ln
Culver City, CA 90230
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brittny Roeland
2039 35th ave
San Francisco, CA 94116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leslie Labrin
756 harps st
san fernando, CA 91340
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Judy Moran
6109 N. Star Dr.
Panama City, FL 32404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alexander Gutierrez
6109 Hutton Ct
San Jose, CA 95123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Yu-Chien Huang
POBox 400120
CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22903
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Yu-Chien Huang
POBox 400120
CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22903
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Mulcare
1110 Benjamin St
Clarkston, WA 99403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David LaBrue
711 High St
Marysville, CA 95901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Mulder
1200 Settle Ave
San Jose, CA 95125
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Timothy KilbreathTimothy KilbreathTimothy KilbreathTimothy Kilbreath         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/19/2014 02:20 AM

Please respond to tkPlease respond to tkPlease respond to tkPlease respond to tk 950950950950

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Timothy Kilbreath
20333 Hebard Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

chaz berlusconi
20 Amber Ridge
Pretoria, IL 01099
ZA
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

nancy gowani
P.O. BOX 2533
WINNETKA, CA 91396
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Ortiz
25 H Lane
Novato, CA 94945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah Stiles
1933 Knolls Dr,
Santa Rosa, CA 95405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Simone Oliver
1436 Lorraine way
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

M'chel McQueen-Martinez
12548 212th St
Lakewood, CA 90715
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Johnson
1257 E. Maple Ave.
El Segundo, CA 90245
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Klein
1257 E. Maple Ave.
El Segundo, CA 90245
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

R M
11450 Church
Rancho, CA 91730
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

maria bon
5719 Nutwood Circle
simi valley, CA 93063
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Kristine MelznerKristine MelznerKristine MelznerKristine Melzner         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 11:36 PM

Please respond to kamelznerPlease respond to kamelznerPlease respond to kamelznerPlease respond to kamelzner

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kristine Melzner
336 I St.
Fremont, CA 94536
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to LorieinLAPlease respond to LorieinLAPlease respond to LorieinLAPlease respond to LorieinLA

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lorie Ramos
1920 E Olympic Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90021
US
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Please respond to mompoolPlease respond to mompoolPlease respond to mompoolPlease respond to mompool

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joan Pool
2001 Eastwood dr
Vacaville, CA 95687
US
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Please respond to getkentPlease respond to getkentPlease respond to getkentPlease respond to getkent

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kent Minault
13214 Magnolia Blvd.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US
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Please respond to getkentPlease respond to getkentPlease respond to getkentPlease respond to getkent

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kent Minault
13214 Magnolia Blvd.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US
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Please respond to OrigindancePlease respond to OrigindancePlease respond to OrigindancePlease respond to Origindance

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jo Chen
5102 Via El Molino
Newbury Park, CA 91320
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rachel May
11005 Salinas Road
Atascadero, CA 93422
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to mrcorreroPlease respond to mrcorreroPlease respond to mrcorreroPlease respond to mrcorrero

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Correro
2145 Tiffany Walk
Manteca, CA 95336
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Emily Hancock
1230 Glen Ave
Berkeley, CA 94708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barney McComas
1717 Euclid Avenue, Apt 5
Berkeley, CA 94709
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vince Rubino
555 pierce street
Albany, CA 94706
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Thomas
639 15th St
Richmond, CA 94801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sheila Barrand
280320 Festivo
Mission Viejo, CA 92692
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeanne Crabb
35205 Cornish Dr
Fremont, CA 94536
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frances Onesti
4564 W 171st St
Lawndale, CA 90260
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mari Down
9551 Butterfield Way
Sacramento, CA 95827
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Gardner
2525 Beverly Ave #8
Santa Monica, CA 90405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Penelope Prochazka
3432 Corpus Christi
SImi Valley, CA 93063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julie Alley
3553 Atlantic Avenue
Long Beach, CA 90807
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pam Griffin
41029 Village 41
Camarillo, CA 93012
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

KAY M
METRY
METAIRIE, LA 70005
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steve Giddings
121 Calle Alamo
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Thom DecantThom DecantThom DecantThom Decant         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 08:51 PM

Please respond to TPlease respond to TPlease respond to TPlease respond to T ....decantdecantdecantdecant

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thom Decant
59 Lupine
SF, CA 94118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Vanden Bos
6272 Priscilla Drive
Huntington Beach, CA 92647
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

dennis hadenfeldt
1229 Pomeroy Road
arroyo grande, CA 93420
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Margo Praus
1947 W. Harding Way
Stockton, CA 95203
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Kenney Henry
12304 Gilmore
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chris Bailey
11400 cuervo way
atascadero, CA 93422
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bruce Wismer
60 Scenic Ave
Richmond, CA 94801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Suzanne Gilmore
87 Lakeshore Ct
Richmond, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Tao
241 Geil St Apt A
Salinas, CA 93901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Charles Neal
2625 Franklin St. #304
San Francisco, CA 94123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

karen wilson
3505 sonoma bl #320
vallejo, CA 94590
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rick Morales
11843 courtleigh dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anna Thurman
870 Anson Street
Simi Valley, CA 93065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ellyn Sutton
P.O. Box 940884
Simi Valley, CA 93094
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

C. Fazio
PO Box 7826
Cotati, CA 94931
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anna Mosqueda
9370 Oak Avenue
Orangevale, CA 95662
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Rotcher
24542 Tarazona
Mission Viejo, CA 92692
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

E. Lehuanani Phillips
23502 Magic Mtn Pkwy #1505
Valencia, CA 91355
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

The unprecedented combination of extremely explosive, light crude, and 
gigantic rail shipments has launched a new era of horrific man-made 
catastrophes, in which entire sections of ordinary American communities are 
obliterated by rail "accidents".  Most of this hasn't happened yet, of course, 
but it's coming fast.

We must say no to this insane plot to end the future.  We are forty years past 
the point where we needed to abandon fossil fuels as rapidly as possible.  
Now, every coastal community in the world, every river delta in the world, 
every coral reef -- they all face unavoidable, catastrophic flooding.

It's an absolute certainly already that at least one meter of sea level rise 
will occur as a result of one ice sheet alone, but more likely that five or 
six meters of sea level rise has already been locked in.

If you understand the physical geography of the world, you'll know that five 
or six meters of sea level rise amounts to armageddon.  Hundreds of trillions 
of dollars in damages, many dozens of times the cost of switching to an 
all-renewable/carbon-free energy system.

It's over.  Say no to fossil fuels at every opportunity.  Even if <your> town 
won't be hurt much by 16 feet of sea level rise.  If you've never been in a 
delta, you need to go see one.  Flat as a pancake for mile after mile after 
mile.  Precisely at sea level over a huge area.

Not to mention the agriculture-destroying effects or the wildlife obliteration 
or the continued lung and heart disease or the end of most life in the sea 
from acidification or the continued political corruption around the world.

Please, reject these fiendish trains.  You don't want to have to say, after 
the first disaster, that you just didn't understand how bad it would be.

Sincerely,

Joseph Holmes
14 Highland Blvd.
Kensington, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lauren Ranz
224 Happy Hollow Ct.
Lafayette, CA 94549
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katherine Black
P.O. Box 253
Benicia, CA 94510
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joan Miller
9 Whitecliff
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

denise lenardson
8772 1/2 Wyngate St
Sunland, CA 91040
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nikita Metelica
1600 Amphitheatre Parkway
Mountain View, CA 94043
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Consbruck
12252 Willowbend Ln
Sylmar, CA 91342
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Tara HolmesTara HolmesTara HolmesTara Holmes         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 06:21 PM

Please respond to tmholPlease respond to tmholPlease respond to tmholPlease respond to tmhol 37373737

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tara Holmes
1505 Masonic Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94117
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Bartlett-Ré
1474 Sacramento #203
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marie Brennan
2432 10th Avenue
Oakland, CA 94606
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Clayton GrahamClayton GrahamClayton GrahamClayton Graham         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 05:51 PM

Please respond to claytonPlease respond to claytonPlease respond to claytonPlease respond to clayton ....tttt....grahamgrahamgrahamgraham

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Clayton Graham
2131 Wankel Way Apt. 340
Oxnard, CA 93036
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Eileen Tonzi
P.O. Box 403
Galt, CA 95632
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

wanda louisse
1 locuaat
irvine, CA 92604
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Helen Doherty
336 E Carlisle Rd
Thousand Oaks, CA 91361
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ron Dutra
1127 Munich St
San Francisco, CA 94112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Boyer
135 Mosher Way
Palo Alto, CA 94304
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ann Lopez
5344 Taylor Way
Felton, CA 95018
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

nora coyle
8066 E. woodsboro Ave
anaheim, CA 92807
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Cheryl ChaseCheryl ChaseCheryl ChaseCheryl Chase         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 04:54 PM

Please respond to chasePlease respond to chasePlease respond to chasePlease respond to chase ....cherylcherylcherylcheryl

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cheryl Chase
322 Greenoch Way, Unit D
Stockton, CA 95210
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jon Bazinet
15972 Via Paro
San Lorenzo, CA 94580
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

M H
1117 East End Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15218
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Krista Mahoney
5600 Morena Way
Sacramento, CA 95820
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jacquelyn Sorby
4382 Yacht Harbor Drive
Stockton, CA 95204
US
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Please respond to zxxtvPlease respond to zxxtvPlease respond to zxxtvPlease respond to zxxtv

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brian olea
6152 Tony
woodland hills, CA 91367
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

L R
637 westbourne
los angeles, CA 90069
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alex Silverio
1507 San Tomas Ct.
San Jose, CA 95130
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wendy Tico
1716 Stuart
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

michael rifkind
empire grade
canta cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susannah Mills
Box # 402
Bolinas, CA 94924
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Randy FewelRandy FewelRandy FewelRandy Fewel         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 03:44 PM

Please respond to jailteacherPlease respond to jailteacherPlease respond to jailteacherPlease respond to jailteacher

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Randy Fewel
661 Orangewood Drive
Fremont, CA 94536
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

dillua ashby
4022 tracy st.
los angeles, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cathy Ashley
1908 19th St.
Santa Monica, CA 90404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Iris Noren
10020 Hampton Oak Drive
Elk Grove, CA 95624
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Connie Jensen
p.o. box 1291
San juan Capistrano, CA 92693
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Peterson
P O Box 66488
Scotts Valley, CA 95066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pete Dibble
117 N Mills Rd
ventura, CA 93003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

paul Edelman
5065 Catalon Avenue
woodland hills, CA 91364
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Martha Lyons
1650 Verde Vista Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wendy Tico
1716 Stuart
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Erin Howard
655 12th St.
Oakland, CA 94607
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chloe Martin
1041 Zamora DR
Pacifica, CA 94044
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christina Ticas
20325 Sherman Way
Winnetka, CA 91306
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kiyomi Chadbourne
40407 Marcia St
Fremont, CA 94063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Alarcon
2235 Cedar Ave
Long Beach, CA 90806
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Keith Morris
1522 1/2 Rosalia Rd.
Los Angeles, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan King
4396 N Marsh Elder Ct
Concord, CA 94521
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sharai Smith
7470 Lion Alley
Georgetown, CA 95634
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeffrey Dickemann
2901 Humphrey Ave.
Richmond, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

 Np
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Natalia AlmeidA
1999 Stanley  ave
Santa Clara, CA 95050
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Moody
945 Foxchase Dr #420
San Jose, CA 95123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robin Tatman
6267 Pebble Beach Drive
vallejo, CA 94591
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

nora Burns
1806 walnut street #10
berkeley, CA 94709
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ann Fischer
1579 Michael Lane
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

S Lambert
17300 Debbie Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marian Cruz
905 Helen Dr
Hollister, CA 95023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Peter Terpstra
S Orcas Street
Seattle, WA 98118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cynyhia Bristow
1960 Los Alamitos Dr.
Placentia, CA 92870
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Denise Dynan
PO Box 93
Bodega Bay, CA 94923
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mrs James Denison
6931 E. 11th St.
Long Beach, CA 90815
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Denise Lytle
73 Poplar St.
Fords, NJ 08863
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julianna Robinson
3242 S Beverly Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90034
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rick Kemenesi
1524 E. Rio Verde Dr.
West Covina, CA 91791
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

deborah nudelman
946 Norvell Street
el Cerrito, CA 94530
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Carson
707 Pelton Ave. Apt 208
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

wayne Sheridan
169 Custer Ave
San Francisco, CA 94124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Emily Snyder
1057 Cedar Court
Crockett, CA 94525
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Kabacinski
184 Quannacut Rd
Pine Bush, NY 12566
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alan Cunningham
8 Country Club Drive
Carmel Valley, CA 93924
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Broadwater
6604 Portola Road
Atascadero, CA 93422
US
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Please respond to designPlease respond to designPlease respond to designPlease respond to design

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

K Lofgreen
1735 Madera Street
Berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

susie simon
387 Mira  Mar Ave
Long Beach, CA 90814
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ernie Walters
2437 Tartarian Way
Union City, CA 94587
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Enevoldsen
2970 Kentridge Drive
San Jose, CA 95133
US
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Please respond to ernwaltPlease respond to ernwaltPlease respond to ernwaltPlease respond to ernwalt

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ernie Walters
2437 Tartarian Way
Union City, CA 94587
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Yackley
1930 N. Hoover St.
Los Angeles, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

angela schwartz
6442 auburn blvd #4
citrus heights, CA 95621
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sharon Martin
504 Perry Ave
Pacifica, CA 94044
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Eileen Petersen
3712 Radburn Drive
So. San Francisco, CA 94080
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thomas Fitzgerald
1801 camden
LA, CA 90025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cheryl Albert
56 Buena Vista Dr.
Freedom, CA 95019
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lesley Stansfield
681, 27th street
San Francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change;  in addition 
and to begin with, these trains will put our communities directly in harm's 
way!  

I am absolutely opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains, and current safety standards will not protect the public. 
The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident 
rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting 
entirely  crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014!  This is very troubling because we know that more crude spilled from 
trains in 2013 than during the past four decades combined!!   It is imperative 
that the EIR look at recent data which reflects the increased quantities of 
crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error since most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars carrying millions of gallons!Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies!

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaking and increasing risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought!!

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands!   Honestly!!

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the impact on our climate of the proposed rail project. At 
every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar 
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this 
project simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. We 
cannot allow it!



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to immediately and soundly reject the Phillips 66 
proposed rail spur.

Thank you so much.

Margaret Adams
10250 Camarillo Street
Toluca Lake, CA 91602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Terre Dunivant
2647 Lawton Avenue
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Comfort
1460 Town and Country Dr.
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

GILBERTO MELLO
6851 SUNNY CV
LOS ANGELES, CA 90068
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Josh Bodine
794 Barcelona Drive
Fremont, CA 94536
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Josh Bodine
794 Barcelona Drive
Fremont, CA 94536
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jennifer KimJennifer KimJennifer KimJennifer Kim         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 11:01 AM

Please respond to jennsfahPlease respond to jennsfahPlease respond to jennsfahPlease respond to jennsfah

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jennifer Kim
1549 Conejo Ln
Fullerton, CA 92833
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sheila Dillon
1701 5th St SW
Willmar, MN 56201
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Douglas Routh
1365 N. Wetherly Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90069
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wm Stefan Dwornik
820 westbourne dr#4
L.A., CA 90069
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jacqueline Sjoberg
2880 Pullman Avenue
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

tina smith
346 sunpark lane
san jose, CA 95136
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

michael sarabia
407 west longview
stockton, CA 95207
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cheryl Bullock
3536 Via Lato
Lompoc, CA 93436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lara Santos
10549 Gothic Avenue
Granada Hills, CA 91344
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jasmine Lyons
1677 Miami Ct
Oakland, CA 94602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Billy Trice Jr.
1611 74th Ave.
Oakland, CA 94621
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thea DOTY
5200 Douglas Lane
SEBASTOPOL, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

michael michel
6235 kester ave #228
van nuys, CA 91411
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janie Lucas
827 Capp St
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

dennis allen
1427 Tunnel Road
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marsha Seeley
65 cleary court
san francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Emily Delatorre
23122 samuel street
Torrance, CA 90505
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

K. Jenkins
8431 Tern circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92646
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Isabelle Du SoleilIsabelle Du SoleilIsabelle Du SoleilIsabelle Du Soleil         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:47 AM

Please respond to isabelledusoleilPlease respond to isabelledusoleilPlease respond to isabelledusoleilPlease respond to isabelledusoleil

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Isabelle Du Soleil
2001 Venice
Venice, CA 90291
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cat Herr
P.O. Box 460542
San Francisco, CA 94146
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Richard Devletian
1646 McCollum St.
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ball George
4818 W. 9th St.
Inglewood, CA 90301
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Pucci
2610 beach head way
Richmond, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jennifer Custard
1011 shadow creek dr
Stockton, CA 95209
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
RICK VAGNINIRICK VAGNINIRICK VAGNINIRICK VAGNINI         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:33 AM

Please respond to NUPCEEPlease respond to NUPCEEPlease respond to NUPCEEPlease respond to NUPCEE

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

RICK VAGNINI
5650 VALENTINA AVE.
ATASCADERO, CA 93422
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Please do your part to help move the region in a positive direction forward 
towards the use of renewables with an emphasis on conservation, instead of a 
backwards investment in non-renewables which harm your constituents. 

Nicole Dotson
5048 Hemlock st
Sacramento, CA 05841
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
RICK VAGNINIRICK VAGNINIRICK VAGNINIRICK VAGNINI         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:32 AM

Please respond to NUPCEEPlease respond to NUPCEEPlease respond to NUPCEEPlease respond to NUPCEE

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

RICK VAGNINI
5650 VALENTINA AVE.
ATASCADERO, CA 93422
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Eric Wilson
87 Vernon St., #1
Oakland, CA 94610
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Griggs
956 maple Ave
Carpinteria, CA 93013
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Yvonne Fisher Neal
8707 Falmouth Avenue Unit 118
Playa del Rey, CA 90293
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Decker
5346 Loma Linda Ave Apt 303
Los Angeles, CA 90027
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Ingrid AlphaIngrid AlphaIngrid AlphaIngrid Alpha         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:17 AM

Please respond to AlphaPlease respond to AlphaPlease respond to AlphaPlease respond to Alpha 95959595....undergroundundergroundundergroundunderground

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ingrid Alpha
3274e us hwy 136
Crawfordsville, IN 47933
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Merle Fishman
3958 Tivoli Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nicole Weber
356 Nature Walk
Pasadena, MD 21122
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Barbara OmanBarbara OmanBarbara OmanBarbara Oman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:08 AM

Please respond to barbaraomanPlease respond to barbaraomanPlease respond to barbaraomanPlease respond to barbaraoman

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Oman
po box 222357
Carmel, CA 93922
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
JAY WEINERJAY WEINERJAY WEINERJAY WEINER        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:08 AM

Please respond to jaymwPlease respond to jaymwPlease respond to jaymwPlease respond to jaymw

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

JAY WEINER
2470 CLARE STREET
SAN PABLO, CA 94806
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Kim NeroKim NeroKim NeroKim Nero         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:07 AM

Please respond to kimonicPlease respond to kimonicPlease respond to kimonicPlease respond to kimonic

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kim Nero
1927 harbor blvd
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Anne BushAnne BushAnne BushAnne Bush         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:06 AM

Please respond to annebushPlease respond to annebushPlease respond to annebushPlease respond to annebush

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anne Bush
811 Channing Way
Berkeley, CA 94710
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Anne BushAnne BushAnne BushAnne Bush         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:06 AM

Please respond to annebushPlease respond to annebushPlease respond to annebushPlease respond to annebush

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anne Bush
811 Channing Way
Berkeley, CA 94710
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Rae Ann GustafsonRae Ann GustafsonRae Ann GustafsonRae Ann Gustafson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:02 AM

Please respond to raeanngPlease respond to raeanngPlease respond to raeanngPlease respond to raeanng

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rae Ann Gustafson
303 Laverne Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Susan LarsonSusan LarsonSusan LarsonSusan Larson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 09:00 AM

Please respond to slarsonPlease respond to slarsonPlease respond to slarsonPlease respond to slarson

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Larson
938 Running Stag Way
Paso Robles, CA 93446
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Megan HobzaMegan HobzaMegan HobzaMegan Hobza         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 08:55 AM

Please respond to meganhobzaPlease respond to meganhobzaPlease respond to meganhobzaPlease respond to meganhobza

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Megan Hobza
5810 Friends Avenue
Whittier, CA 90601
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Joshua Van DeventerJoshua Van DeventerJoshua Van DeventerJoshua Van Deventer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 08:54 AM

Please respond to italiandutchmanPlease respond to italiandutchmanPlease respond to italiandutchmanPlease respond to italiandutchman

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joshua Van Deventer
2919 martin luther king jr way
berkeley, CA 94703
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Lani ArellanesLani ArellanesLani ArellanesLani Arellanes ----HansenHansenHansenHansen        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 08:53 AM

Please respond to LanishotsPlease respond to LanishotsPlease respond to LanishotsPlease respond to Lanishots

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lani Arellanes-Hansen
545Elmwood Dr.
Petaluma, CA 94954
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Anita BrewerAnita BrewerAnita BrewerAnita Brewer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 08:49 AM

Please respond to abrewerPlease respond to abrewerPlease respond to abrewerPlease respond to abrewer

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anita Brewer
310 N. Westlake Blvd. #260
Westlake Village, CA 91362
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rene Pineda
2000 Ivar #4
Hollywood, CA 90068
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ana Lopes
Sesimbra
Sesimbra, ot 02970
PT
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patrick Mckee
21672 kaneohe lane
Huntington beach, CA 9263
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

linda b.
397
pasadena, CA 91107
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I  strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Transporting tar sands to California will undermine 
our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christine Goodreau
516 North Formosa Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90036
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Randall Phillips
924 Dianne Street
Santa Ana, CA 92701
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

June Green
1640 Bleburn Drive
Belmont, CA 94002
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nikki Sachs
PO Box 11126
Berkeley, CA 94712
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joseph Thomas
General Delivery
San Francisco, CA 94142
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sherri Decker
170 Blaine #203
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Maria Sol Caro
700 Prospect Blvd
Pasadena, CA 91103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Deborah Montero
9007 La Serena
Fair Oaks, CA 95628
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Zimmermann
P.O. Box 13031
Long Beach, CA 90803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debbie Williamson
P.O. Box 21
Mountain Home, AR 72654
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah Darnell
215 E Eucalyptus st
Ojai, CA 93023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Holland
768 Calabria Drive
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lin Penrose
6205 Toro Crk. Rd.
Atascadero, CA 93422
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

This seems to be a no-win situation.  We are degrading more and more land and 
waterways with our endless need of oil.  Keystone XL; Alaska's Beaufort and 
Chuchki (sp, sorry) seas' drilling proposals; tar sands transportation with 
inadequate safeguards...   perhaps it's time to decide what kind of duture 
habitat for all species we're willing to live with : massive degradation of 
ecosystems, or investment in a cleaner future.  

I  am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.



6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wendy Raymond
7 Hidden Valley Rx
Monrovia, CA 91016
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Dixon
1220 Lawton Avenue
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rena Lewis
1202 Loma
Ojai, CA 93023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karin Peck
6401 Coyle Ave
Carmichael, CA 95608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Circus Szalewski
222 S Central Ave, #128
Los Angeles, CA 90012
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Glenn Knowles
1079 Goldenrod Lane
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

carol Hewitt
La Montua 36
Marbella, CA 90755
ES
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jay brewer
310 N Westlake Blvd Ste 260
Westlake Vlg, CA 91362
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lynda Sayre
48310 Hwy One
Big Sur, CA 93920
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mindy Leighton-Toth
719 Cedar Point Place
Westlake Village, CA 91362
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Mindy LeightonMindy LeightonMindy LeightonMindy Leighton ----TothTothTothToth        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 07:29 AM

Please respond to eternalserenaPlease respond to eternalserenaPlease respond to eternalserenaPlease respond to eternalserena

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mindy Leighton-Toth
719 Cedar Point Place
Westlake Village, CA 91362
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

molly perello
2030 Carriage Lane
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jan Kampa
3120 Hardin Way
Soquel, CA 95073
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roshanee Lappe
2001 Artesia Blvd., Unit 315
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

margarita clayton
10392 mira vista drive
santa ana, CA 92705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pete Williams
642 S. 2nd Street, Apt. 1010
Louisville, KY 40202
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Constance Franklin
808 1/2 Laguna Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kenneth Lapointe
2781 Mozart
Ottawa, ON K1T2P9
CA
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steven Berman
2424 Spaulding AV #8
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Celeste Whitlow
Via Berros
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dani brusius
579 Aspen ridge ct
oak park, CA 91377
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patty Linder
839 Bend
San Jose, CA 95136
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vanna Pichel
2066 Lundberg Ave
Petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christeen Anderson
4609 Top Flight Dr.
Crestview, FL 32539
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Allen Olson
3632 3rd Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55409
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Nong
964 Balboa St.
Morro Bay, CA 93442
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

slava ra
318 3rd St
Eureka, CA, NM 87747
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Pamela HamiltonPamela HamiltonPamela HamiltonPamela Hamilton         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 06:10 AM

Please respond to pamelahamiltonPlease respond to pamelahamiltonPlease respond to pamelahamiltonPlease respond to pamelahamilton

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pamela Hamilton
433 anchor lane
sacramento, CA 95605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Adrienne Tucker
1053 Coleman Rd, Apt 1201
San Jose, CA 95123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debra Temple
361 hollister ct.
san leandro, CA 94577
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anne Bonneau
240 Monroe Dr.
Mountain View, CA 94040
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Pierce
22R Taylor St
Gloucester, MA 01930
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jason Colonel
2605 Greenup St.
Covington, KY 41014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Dempsey
424 Alhambra Street
Crockett, CA 94525
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephanie Wilson
1412 cedar street
Arroyo grande, CA 93420
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Maureen Forney
941 Bridge Road
San Leandro, CA 94577
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ben Oscar Andersson
55 My Street
My Hometown, IL 60601
US
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Please respond to BiscottiPlease respond to BiscottiPlease respond to BiscottiPlease respond to Biscotti 2222

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marie Alabiso
26 Dillinbgham Way
Plymouth, MA 02360
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joseph Klein
700 East L St
Benicia, CA 94510
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robin Lindheimer
2915 Mabel st
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

AniMae Chi
Flora St
Adelaide, ot 5001
AU
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ana Mesner
Šercerjeva 3
Ljubljana, ot 1000
SI
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Richard Heimanson
4457 Murietta Avenue
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

K Mayers
Burton Way
Los Angeles, CA 90050
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pagasa Valerio Serrano
11439 Arlee Avenue
Norwalk, CA, CA 90650
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Peter Lee
3910 Fulton Street
San Francisco, CA 94118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lesley Hudak
3 Rita Way
Orinda, CA 94563
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
James AlvaradoJames AlvaradoJames AlvaradoJames Alvarado         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/18/2014 04:08 AM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Alvarado
327gregory lane
pleasant hill, CA 94523
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dennis Ledden
4545 Grinding Rock Rd
Fiddletown, CA 95629
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

JAKE SCHWARTZ
152 Webster Street
Petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Burke
1131 16th Street
Los Osos, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to demand you deny the proposed oil-by-rail  project at the 
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

7. I live next to these tracks and if I survive I will be seeking billions of 



$$ in compensation from Pig Oil and whomever is responsible for continuing to 
use this stupid extract.

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

George Reeves
721 Elaine Dr
Stockton, CA 95207
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Amelia Zuckerwise
1540 Oak Creek Drive
Palo Alto, CA 91302
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

thomas lavigne
adams avenue
fremont, CA 94538
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Daniella Gavriel
16701 Robert Lane
Huntington Beach, CA 92647
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frankie zamora
403 n. catalina ave
pasadena, CA 91106
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rhona Baum
14593 Oak Street
Saratoga, CA 95070
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Gray
2227 E. Olmstead Way
Anaheim, CA 92806
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pat Kittle
POB 8205
Santa Cruz, CA 95061
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gabriel Steinfeld
693 Spruce St.
Oakland, CA 94610
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gabriel Steinfeld
693 Spruce St.
Oakland, CA 94610
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steven Hernandez
1402 E. Florence Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dave Wilson
17705 Lakespring Ave
Palmdale, CA 93591
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Shirley Gardner
1771 Hester Avenue
San Jose, CA 95128
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kimberley Schroder
3473 Shangri La Rd
Lafayette, CA 94549
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Charles Toms
925A Toro Canyon Rd.
Santa Barbara, CA 93108
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeff Zittrain
1332 Russell St.
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Eugene Majerowicz
4449 Presidio Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90008
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cindy Valencia
1812 Evergreen Avenue
West Sacramento, CA 95691
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I strongly opposed this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michale Noll
4133 Wilkinson Ave.
Studio City, CA 91604
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laura Zanic
1107 W West Ave
Fullerton, CA 92833
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tina H
2
w, CA 94596
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Timothy Lawnicki
101 W Spring St. Unit E
Long Beach, CA 90806
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Philip Simon
Box 9473
san Rafael, CA 94912
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

adam kaplan
1244 victory walk
laguna beach, CA 92651
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

JUDITH WRIGHT
2515 J Street #306
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Nicholes
6261 E. Fox Glen Dr
Anaheim, CA 92807
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vernon Faulkner
POBox 2225
Pasadena, CA 91102
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steven Fitzgerald
398 Adams
Oakland, CA 94610
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Greg Goodman
4049 Chestnut Avenue
Concord, CA 94519
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jason Bowman
1525 Cold Springs Rd SPC 52
Placerville, CA 95667
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jan Stewart
14th
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Alida MontanezAlida MontanezAlida MontanezAlida Montanez ----SalasSalasSalasSalas        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:55 PM

Please respond to amontanaPlease respond to amontanaPlease respond to amontanaPlease respond to amontana 7777

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alida Montanez-Salas
14006 Edgewater Dr
Norwalk, CA 90650
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Therese DeBing
935 Lighthouse Ave  #14
pacific Grove, CA 93950
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lorie Maurer
Del Rio Avenue
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mindi White
PO Box 481185
Los Angeles, CA 90048
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pat Graham
Burton Court
Danville, CA 94526
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Meislin
po 1277
Tiburon, CA 94920
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Colleen Hamilton
5744 Creekside
Orange, CA 92869
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Sherman
1923 Marin Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lauren Schiffman
P.O. Box 1331
El Cerrito, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Diana Morgan-Hickey
520 Wagaman Drive
San Jose, CA 95129
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roger Smith
1628 Fairway Drive
Belmont, CA 94002
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

REBECCA GEISER
P. O. BOX 251396
GLENDALE, CA 91225
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kari Rose Parsell
416 San Miguel Way
Sacramento, CA 95819
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cyrle Perry
639 Miner Road
Orinda, CA 94563
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Danielle Curry
319 Fuller Lane
Lincoln, CA 95648
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

michael koch
3219 23rd st #5
san francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

LIES! LIES! LIES! with NO CONSEQUENCE!
STOP SUPPORTING ALL WARS!
STOP POISONING OUR PLANET!

Tony Bolo
5208 Wilkinson Ave.
N. Hollywood, CA 91607
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ron rediger
25152 de wolfe rd
newhall, CA 91321
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Koepp
2368 Magda Circle
Thousand Oaks, CA 93428
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Donald Koepp
1550 Benson Avenue
Cambria, CA 93428
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michelle Benes
13080 Dronfield Avenue
Sylmar, CA 91342
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Rindlaub
716 sunset ave
Venice, CA 90291
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wendy Oser
1439 Santa Fe Ave
Berkeley, CA 94702
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Indira SmithIndira SmithIndira SmithIndira Smith         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:06 PM

Please respond to IndiratimePlease respond to IndiratimePlease respond to IndiratimePlease respond to Indiratime

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Indira Smith
8834 Betty Way
West Hollywood, CA 90069
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lissa Coleman
3051 Glendale Ave.
Redwood City, CA 94063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lissa Coleman
3051 Glendale Ave.
Redwood City, CA 94063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roberto Romo
3227 Anza St.
San Francisco, CA 94121
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ron Goldman
1908 Alford Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in this town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Davidson
480 Mt. Wilson Trail
Sierra Madre, CA 91024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Dawson
260 Big Tree Ln
Watsonville, CA 95076
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Warner
Navellier Street
El Cerrito, CA 94530
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brian Weissbuch
165 Tunstead Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Downey
Cherry Ave.
Lompoc, CA 93436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ana-Paula Fernandes
705 Mendocino Way
Redwood City, CA 94065
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Vicki WikerVicki WikerVicki WikerVicki Wiker         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:50 PM

Please respond to vwikerPlease respond to vwikerPlease respond to vwikerPlease respond to vwiker

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vicki Wiker
106 San Dimas
San Clemente, CA 92672
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sister Anandabodhi
2409 Tolowa Trail
Placerville, CA 95667
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Erna Toback, PhD
3243 Oakdell Rd.
Studio City, CA 91604
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.  
Thank you for your consideration and positive action in this matter...

CAROL LAMBERT
40114 174TH ST EAST
LAKE LOS ANGELES, CA 93591
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marcia Kellam
1237 humboldt street
Santa rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

betty winholtz
405 acacia
morro bay, CA 93442
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

JERRIE REINING
longwalk
oakalnd, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anne Barker
417 Woodland Ave.
San Rafael, CA 94901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lily Sandoval
325 Cordova
Pasadena, CA 91101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nicholas Esser
1063 Balsamo Ave.
Simi Valley, CA 93065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bruce Saltzer
755 Patterson Avenue
Glendale, CA 91202
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rolf Svehaug
416 Trevethan Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jaime Currier
2113 Rose St Apt 1
Berkeley, CA 94709
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

regula hess
24 rue de ronquerolles
parmain, ot 95620
FR
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Richard Takagi
1119 N Acacia Ave
Fullerton, CA 92831
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathie Kingett
807 West Road
La habra Hts, CA 90631
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Shawn Williamson
4242 Whitsett Ave
Studio City, CA 91604
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katherine Potter
4492 Sandalwood Drive
Pleasanton, CA 94588
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dee Lewke
12285 Alba Rd
ben Lomond, CA 95005
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katrina Amsinger
2505 Ocean View Pl
Los Osos, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Len Carella
3874 Sacramento street
San Francisco, CA 94118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Crystal Strayer
7007 Arlington Pl
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91701
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Erin Barca
1365 Creekside Dr. #429
Walnut Creek, CA 94596
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pollyana Harmon
1956 W. 230th Street
Torrance, CA 90501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Hazel MacKenzie
6404 Whipporwill Street # 110
Ventura, CA 93003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tia Ja
14938 camden
San jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ron Riskin
891 Paseo Ferrelo
Santa Barbara, CA 93103
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Antoinette SanchezAntoinette SanchezAntoinette SanchezAntoinette Sanchez         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 09:57 PM

Please respond to tonimoPlease respond to tonimoPlease respond to tonimoPlease respond to tonimo 356356356356

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Antoinette Sanchez
356 Via Coches
San Lorenzo, CA 94580
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

K Krupinski
6124 Buena Vista Terrace
LA, CA 90042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Kuczynski
25402 Shoshone Dr.
Lake Forest, CA 92630
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anita Wisch
23709 Del Monte Drive
Valencia, CA 91355
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carolyn Spier
PO Box 1029
Weimar, CA 95736
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

George Cleveland
713 Valley Way
Santa Clara, CA 95051
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dena Schwimmer
1227 S. Genesee Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90019
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Ann Kelly & Family
1724 Olive Avenue
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Dane
4191 Fvale
OAKLAND, CA 94602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paul Meyer
4393 Fieldcrest Dr
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Heather Buske
5010 GRANGE RD
SANTA ROSA, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jamie Rosenblood
12235 Gorham Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90049
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Binh Tang
20126 Runnymede St. #24
Winnetka, CA 91306
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Renee Boteilho
1400 N. Martel Ave. #101
Los Angeles, CA 90046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mariano Marquez III
955 Bay Shore Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jennifer Harrison
1396 Sanchez Street
San Francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John & Judi Satchell
9850 N. River Rd.
San Miguel, CA 93451
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

LAwrence Carbary
80 OrA Way
San Francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands oil to California 
will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town (and probably your a well) just aren't 
prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and current safety standards won't 
protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it 
doesn't adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft 
evaluates only rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 
2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 
2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from 
trains in 2013 than during the past four decades combined. The EIR must look 
at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being 
transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
Thank you.

The Rev. Allan B. Jones
722 Orchard Street #2
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brittany App
6905 Marchant Ave
Atascadero, CA 93422
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Billie Gordon
15851 Izorah Way
Los Gatos, CA 95032
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jennifer Hayes
2312 St. James Pl.
Modesto, CA 95350
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Hutchinson
849 Omar Street
Glendale, CA 91202
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robertta Clarke
14122 Seven Acres Lane - DO NOT SEND MAIL
Los Altos Hills, CA 94022
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kari Walters
1441 Palisades Drive
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Tova
1333 Edison
Santa Ynez, CA 93460
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Arnold Schildhaus
413 Grenoble Road
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Trevillian
2216 Westminster Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Abbie Bates
3706 Motor Avenue #35
Los Angeles, CA 90034
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Zach Glanz
3362 Savage Avenue
Pinole, CA 94564
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Heather Richman
333 Castle Drive
Santa Cruz, CA 95065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lana Touchstone
252 Grapewood St
Vallejo, CA 94591
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katherine Andrews, PhD
5858 Morgan Pl., Apt.10
Stockton, CA 95219
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Irene Brown
985 Campbell Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Seda Z Arnold
1909 Nero Court
Walnut Creek, CA 94598
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sabrina Sarne
Mustang
Danville, CA 94526
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Erica Hummel
7912 Ronald Drive
Huntington Beach, CA 92647
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steve Eklund
51 Nacional St.
Salinas, CA 93901
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Janice ClarkJanice ClarkJanice ClarkJanice Clark         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 09:19 PM

Please respond to obsjlcPlease respond to obsjlcPlease respond to obsjlcPlease respond to obsjlc

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janice Clark
5413 South Orcas st
Seattle, WA 98118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

M. Olson
Bryan
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michelle MacKenzie
2607 Graceland Ave
San Carlos, CA 94070
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah Mundal
744 Pacheco St.
San Francisco, CA 94116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Leihy
5763 Owl Light a Terrace
Santa Rosa, CA 95409
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Victoria Flamenco
1075 Space Park Way, Spc 331
Mountain View, CA 94043
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julie Wheelock
Bluebell lWay
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Helen Johnson
7922 Santa Ana Rd
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Manildi
6158 Olvera Ct.
Chino, CA 91710
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

clayton masters
161 east mason street
azusa, CA 91702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Natalie Flores-Rios
827 East Promenade Unit D
Azusa, CA 91702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Varga
21331 Veleta Circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

S S
1234 Anystreet Ave
Anytown, CA 90048
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

L. Diaz
2460 22nd. Street
SF, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jessica Likens
8137 Santa Inez Way
Buena Park, CA 90620
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Terry S.C.
McCloud
Santa Maria, CA 93455
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sharon Barrett
2369 Valley West Drive
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael House
114 Nimitz Ave.
Redwood City, CA 94061
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Luis Garcia
1831 w Glen Ave Apt. 1
Anaheim, CA 92801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Matthew Palmer
5209 E Peabody St
Long Beach, CA 90808
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paige Book
107 14th Street
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jonathan Chu
40881 Valero Drive
Fremont, CA 94539
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steve Robey
548 Wildcat Canyon Road
Berkeley, CA 94708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sharon Lacy
536 so. Main st.
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sharon Torrisi
921 Pecho St
Morro Bay, CA 93442
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Veronica Bowers
8050 elphick rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joseph Belli
22100 Pacheco Pass Hwy.
Hollister, CA 95023
US
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Please respond to wbzooPlease respond to wbzooPlease respond to wbzooPlease respond to wbzoo

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

William Barthen
145 N. Pass Avenue
Burbank, CA 91505
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Harold Mann
1751 Balsa Ave
San Jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

susanne mortensen
1722 westcliff dr
newport beach, CA 92660
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

s b
don't ask for this
don't ask for this, CA 94901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Abram Perlstein
1852 6th Street
Los Osos, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debi Bylin
1035 Castle Rock Road
Walnut Creek, CA 94598
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

steve swersky
1352 aster lane
livermore, CA 94551
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ayya Santacitta
2409 Tolowa Trail
Placerville, CA 95667
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

J. Holley Taylor
PO Box 1987
Penn Valley, CA 95946
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

J Acosta
243 San Carlos Avenue
Sausalito, CA 94965
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John David Stendahl
1390 N. Puente St.
Brea, CA 92821
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carmina Stendahl
1390 N. Puente St.
Brea, CA 92821
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Dorsi
2710 Branch Mill Road
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Shannon Healey
425 Walnut St Apt 1
San Carlos, CA 94070
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tom Amick
1061 Nordman Drive
Camarillo, CA 93010
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Geana Radiev
1811 H St #4
Sacramento, CA 95811
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Hiestand
526 South Campus Way, Davis
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ingrid Brewer
4991 Read Rd
Thousand Oaks, CA 93021
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Dunbar
1137 Delno Avenue
San Jose, CA 95126
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John David Stendahl
1390 N Puente St
Brea, CA 92821
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

joyce frye
122 ratto road
alameda, CA 94502
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ROBERT ATKINSON
13659 VICTORY BLVD
VAN NUYS, CA 91401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

wendy hastings
4244 fulton
sf, CA 94121
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cheryl Snell
1708 Prospect ave
Santa Barbara, CA 93103
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

pam plummer
3261 claremore ave
long beach, CA 90808
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Matt Bango
1300 Oak Creek Drive #316
Palo Alto, CA 94304
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

K talbot
po box 4487
Foster City, CA 94404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Ogonowski
10483 New Haven Street
Ventura, CA 93004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dorothy J. Clazie
9
Daly City, CA, CA 94014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mike Kane
1229 N Mansfield Ave
Hollywood, CA 90038
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Diana PopeDiana PopeDiana PopeDiana Pope         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 08:01 PM

Please respond to dianampopePlease respond to dianampopePlease respond to dianampopePlease respond to dianampope

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Diana Pope
5880 Quail Ridge Way
Auburn, CA 95602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Deirdre Mullin
2379 Prune St
Pinole, CA 94564
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Candy LeBlanc
1525 Cold Springs Rd SPC  52
Placerville, CA 95667
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Stebbins
1505 Keoncrest Dr
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wendy Brueder
510 N JACKSON ST
GLENDALE, CA 91206
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

rachele mechem
2020 Market St
san francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jennifer Sellers
3901 Clayton Rd.#66
Concord, CA 94521
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Rothkrug
158 mgc
cm, CA 94925
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rebecca White
855 La Playa
San Francisco, CA 94121
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Albers
280 N. Orchard Avenue
Mountain View, CA 94043
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

marc silverman
6030 graciosa dr
la, CA 90068
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

m g
12 university ave
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

sarah brady
928 parkman ave
los angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Donaldson
PO Box 3215
Grass Valley, CA 95945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pat Magrath
1435 Ledgestone Lane
Pomona, CA 91767
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tupefaavae Auelua
12549 Heron Street
Victorville, CA 92392
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alison Ellsworth
500 Stanyan St.
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the 
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alberto Acosta
235 N Valley St. Apt. 224
Burbank, CA 91505
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Willow Myers
102 Carter Dr.
Bellingham, WA 98225
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Oda
2000 post
San francisco, CA 94115
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Erica Stanojevic
611 CENTENNIAL ST
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tim Oben
7553 Brigadoon Way
Dublin, CA 94568
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jan Lochner
3710 Hicks Road
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Penney
6524 Markley way
Carmichael, CA 95608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nan Wollman
4500 1/2 Homer St
Los Angeles, CA 90031
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Eister
815 Willow Lane
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sharon Barnes
16110 Ventura Blvd.
Encino, CA 91436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Shut them out completely until they hugely clean up their act and make 
transport safer, and stop making us sick and killing us.  And NO TAR SANDS at 
all ever, never.   No blood money for dirty oil.    

Jan Edmunds
37 Oak Park Dr.
Alameda, CA 94502
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen West
2101 Ponderosa Street
Santa Ana, CA 92705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bhikkhu Bodhi
2020 Route 301
Carmel, NY 10512
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rose Marie Menard
460 South Batavia Street
Orange, CA 92868
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Victor de Vlaming
3942 Terra Vista Way
Sacramento, CA 95821
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gary Thomsen
1721 Miramar
Newport Beach, CA 92661
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Heather Grigsby
8064 Alma Mesa Way
Citrus Heights, CA 95610
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brett Jensen
700 Picaacho Drive
La Habra Heights, CA 90631
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Denise Hill
317 Tenth Street
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Maureen Forney
941 Bridge Road
San Leandro, CA 94577
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Merris Weber
1720 S Hobart Bl
LA, CA 90006
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Angel Reed
161 Lower Terrace
San Francisco, CA 94114
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roxanne Moger
2340 42nd St
sacramento, CA 95817
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Reeta Roo
PO Box 875
Occidental, CA 95465
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Phillip Browne
P.O. Box 7536
Menlo Park, CA 94026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katie Spurlock
665 Pine St
SF, CA 94108
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Isaac Dowd
599 Spruce St.
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pamela LaRue
3703 Hackett Ave
Long Beach, CA, CA 90808
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laurel Brewer
4991 Read Rd
Moorpark, CA 93021
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sara Rosenbrock
Crow Canyon Rd
Castro Valley, CA 94552
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laurel Wilson
107 Sycamore St. Unit 101
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ginny Hanson
1518 S. Wilton Pl #401
Los Angeles, CA 90019
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marsha Lowry
1070 Mitchell Way
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Fox
381 Saratoga Ave # B
Grover Beach, CA 93433
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 
increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.



Mikail Barron
110 Arrow Ln.
Felton, CA 95018
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Cogswell
595 Arguello Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Allan Chen
111 Shepardson Lane
Alameda, CA 94502
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elaine Mont-Eton
83 Billou Street
San Rafael, CA 94901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jean Gize
5562 Le Fevre Dr
San Jose, CA 95118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

  No way!   They tracks run right through the heart of Paso Robles, 
Atascadero, Santa Margurita, and San Luis.  NO, NO, No!

Deb Buckler
1650 Traffic Way
Atascadero, CA 93422
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

C Ruth
661 cabrillo
Stanford, CA 94305
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sharman Saffier
2005 Cedar Ridge Drive
Stockton, CA 95207
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Clarke
po box 277
Fairfax, CA 94978
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sheri Hill
2412
Santa maria, CA 93458
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tung Vu
3687 Greenlee Dr Apt 2
San Jose, CA 95117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Greg Ludwig
2515 Solano Rd.
Shell Beach, CA 93449
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jodi Frediani
1015 Smith Grade
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Shoshanah McKnight
324 Berkeley Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katherine Zelaya
337 W California Ave., Unit 6
GLENDALE, CA 91203
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ellen Koivisto
1556 Great Hwy #101
San Francisco, CA 94122
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

carrie snyder
1435 Mills Court
Menlo Park, CA 94025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

paul aagaard
3801 old conejo rd
newbury park, CA 91320
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Hunter
12021 Gold Poine Lane
Gold River, CA 95670
US
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Please respond to miryambPlease respond to miryambPlease respond to miryambPlease respond to miryamb

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Miryam Bachrach
8717 Airdrome Street
Los Angeles, CA 90035
US
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Please respond to cardiacPlease respond to cardiacPlease respond to cardiacPlease respond to cardiac ____shockshockshockshock

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Craig Hamann
734 East Magnolia Blvd. #C
Burbank, CA 91501
US
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Please respond to mermaidlagunaPlease respond to mermaidlagunaPlease respond to mermaidlagunaPlease respond to mermaidlaguna

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susaan Aram
1361 Terrace Way
Laguna Beach, CA 92651
US
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Please respond to bunnyPlease respond to bunnyPlease respond to bunnyPlease respond to bunny

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

A D
414 Orchard Dr.
Burbank, CA 91506
US
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Please respond to jonjericksonPlease respond to jonjericksonPlease respond to jonjericksonPlease respond to jonjerickson

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jon erickson
4011 57th St.
Sacramento, CA 95820
US
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Please respond to bodhababePlease respond to bodhababePlease respond to bodhababePlease respond to bodhababe

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ann Gould Massoubre
2053 Fillmore
San Francisco, CA 94123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pamela Ball
404 Joaquin Ave
San Leandro, CA 94577
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dorothy Varellas
35 C
SF, CA 94124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wendy Rosenfeld
4924 tujunga ave
n.hollywod, CA 91601
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Amy ChristensonAmy ChristensonAmy ChristensonAmy Christenson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 06:51 PM

Please respond to mybluedragonflyPlease respond to mybluedragonflyPlease respond to mybluedragonflyPlease respond to mybluedragonfly

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Amy Christenson
1419 Waring St.
Seaside, CA 93955
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Catherine GeorgeCatherine GeorgeCatherine GeorgeCatherine George         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 06:50 PM

Please respond to cathygeorgePlease respond to cathygeorgePlease respond to cathygeorgePlease respond to cathygeorge

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Catherine George
1836 Locust Street
Napa, CA 94559
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Janet ParkinsJanet ParkinsJanet ParkinsJanet Parkins         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 06:48 PM

Please respond to snikrapPlease respond to snikrapPlease respond to snikrapPlease respond to snikrap

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Parkins
4285 GilbertSt
Oakland, CA 94611
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Laura DeYoungLaura DeYoungLaura DeYoungLaura DeYoung         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 06:48 PM

Please respond to santussikaPlease respond to santussikaPlease respond to santussikaPlease respond to santussika

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Please understand how deeply we care about this issue. We need to move away 
from fossil fuels in general and specifically to stop contaminating our 
biosphere further through extreme fossil fuel extraction methods. Please help 
ensure the safety of all of us along the railroad line and all of us in 
California and on this planet.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 



fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laura DeYoung
497 Sierra Vista Ave. Apt 4
Mountain View, CA 94043
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Patrick KleemanPatrick KleemanPatrick KleemanPatrick Kleeman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 06:48 PM

Please respond to pkleemanPlease respond to pkleemanPlease respond to pkleemanPlease respond to pkleeman

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patrick Kleeman
126 B Upham St.
Petaluma, CA 94952
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Elfi GilfordElfi GilfordElfi GilfordElfi Gilford         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 06:45 PM

Please respond to elfigilfordPlease respond to elfigilfordPlease respond to elfigilfordPlease respond to elfigilford

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elfi Gilford
107 Edith Street
Petaluma, CA 94952
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Rea FreedomRea FreedomRea FreedomRea Freedom         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 06:44 PM

Please respond to RealfePlease respond to RealfePlease respond to RealfePlease respond to Realfe

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rea Freedom
19760 Oakmont Dr.
Los a Gatos, CA 95033
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
MsMsMsMs....    LilithLilithLilithLilith         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 06:43 PM

Please respond to ladycatPlease respond to ladycatPlease respond to ladycatPlease respond to ladycat 76767676

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ms. Lilith
3060 Channel Dr., #8
Ventura, CA 93003
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Susan TrivisonnoSusan TrivisonnoSusan TrivisonnoSusan Trivisonno         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 06:43 PM

Please respond to susanPlease respond to susanPlease respond to susanPlease respond to susan ____trivisonnotrivisonnotrivisonnotrivisonno

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

As a concerned citizen and frequent visitor to the area, I am writing to 
strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 
Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk at any time but especially in this time of 
extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Trivisonno
2810 Oak Estates Ct
San Jose, CA 95135
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

sunny williams
2256 stokes
San jose, CA 95128
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jamila g.
620 E St
petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

theresa fassett
2170 tower rd
williamstown, VT 05679
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Anderson
3851 Gaines Ct.
Simi Valley, CA 93063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Rinnander
958 Lighthouse Way
Port Hueneme, CA 93041
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kristin Riggs
1380 48th Street
Sacramento, CA 95819
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Astrid Giese-Zimmer
El Camino Real
Berkeley, CA 94705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Matthew Swyers
1020 Dolores St. #28
Livermore, CA 94550
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

nadine chatel
12 rue j-b clément
GENTILLY, ot 94250
FR
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Sims
LaFortua
Newbury Park, CA 91320
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Craig Rakela
1133-55th Street
Sacramento, CA 95819
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Olivia Eielson
6817 Colton Blvd.
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Aldon Fruge
1825 Shoreline Dr #306
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debora Sayre
1154 Hazel Drive
Pinole, CA 94564
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Porter
1870 Newport Ave
Pasadena, CA 91103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Teri Sigler
100 Shaffer Road
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jessica C. Kroontje
P. O. Box 4271
Modesto, CA 95352
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Junko Lee
13801 Shirley St. Unit 45
Garden Grove, CA 92843
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

MICHAEL Toobert
212 MALLARD DR
GRASS VALLEY, CA 95945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Keith Chambers
1820 Capitol Avenue Apt 204
Sacramento, CA 95811
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rob Elia
1285 Bollinger Canyon Rd.
Moraga, CA 94556
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and 
current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms 
first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of an oil 
train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 
and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know 
that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four decades 
combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the increased 
quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth from 
Canadian tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.



Michael Terry
503 W. Rustic Rd.
Santa Monica, CA 90402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rohana Rice
72 Holstrom Circle
Novato, CA 94947
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

paul kep
123 main
concord, CA 94520
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gina ortiz
rockmont
claremont, CA 91711
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Diane Berliner
2160 Laurel Canyon Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alice Weigel
112 Terry Loop
Watsonville, CA 95076
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mayumi Knox
1075 Old Mill Rd.
San Marino, CA 91108
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carolyn McLuskie
28128 Pacific Coast Highway
Malibu, CA 90265
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christopher Cornish
P.O. Box 14862
San Francisco, CA 94114
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Feissel
2055 Range Ave., #345
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lauren Dykman
732 Embarcadero Del Norte
Goleta, CA 93117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Webster
6355 green valley circle
Culver city, CA 90230
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Mickle
1820 Capitol Ave Apt 701
Sacramento, CA 95811
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steph clark
1894 premier
Concord, CA 94530
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

miriam Slater
2745 el prado rd
santa barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

nancy hartman
839 Mariposa Rd.
lafayette, CA 94549
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jay Chenoweth
4730 Marconi ave
Carmichael, CA 95608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laurie Garrett
16 Penny Lane
Fairfax, CA 94930
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barry Kaufman
936 N. Keystone St.
Burbank, CA 91506
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ann M
Webster St
Berkeley, CA 94705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Fiona Priskich
41 Beresford Gardens
Swan View, CA 90210
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
OIL TANKER TRAINS DO NOT BELONG ON OUR BEAUTIFUL PRECIOUS CENTRAL COAST!! 

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Page
1712 Lynn Drive
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Riegle
480 Lytton Ave Ste 9
Palo Alto, CA 94301
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Eric Smith
647 cree
San Jose, CA 95123
US
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Please respond to jeanlikoverPlease respond to jeanlikoverPlease respond to jeanlikoverPlease respond to jeanlikover

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laura Likover
413 Carter Street
Vallejo, CA 94590
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

don meehan
1714 merrill dr
san jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jere Wilkerson
1680 Linden Ct.
Cambria, CA 93428
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Craig Cook
129 Sequoia Circle
SantaRosa, CA 95401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

glenn embrey
voorhees ave
redondo beach, CA 90278
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Wiesner
P.O. Box 20159
Castro Valley, CA 94546
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Karchem
20000 Romar St.
Chatsworth, CA 91311
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

George Allerton
235 Main St. #318
Venice, CA 90291
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sheila Gholson
2271 Dartmouth
Palo Alto, CA 94306
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Ilse HaddaIlse HaddaIlse HaddaIlse Hadda         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 05:48 PM

Please respond to ilseHPlease respond to ilseHPlease respond to ilseHPlease respond to ilseH

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ilse Hadda
1440 Walnut Street #5
Berkeley, CA 94709
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Margarita Perez
13859 Graber Ave
Sylmar, CA 91342
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ralph Lopez
121 So. Hope St. #332, 332
Los Angeles, CA 90012
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 
increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought. As we've 
seen in countless recent oil spill disasters, the industry consistently 
underestimates the chances and scope of accidents. Their "emergency response" 
plans are notoriously out-of-date and ineffective.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dessa Kaye
P.O.Box 1397
s, CA 91614
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elaine Andrianos
12922 Union Ave #204
HAWTHORNE, CA 90250
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Claudia Wornum
11780 Cranford Way
Oakland, CA 94605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

R Wells
442 S. Alexandria Ave #1
Los Angeles, CA 90020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steve Pryputniewicz
8427 Park Ave.
Forestville, CA 95436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julie Katayama
7115 Ashley Dr.
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
US
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Please respond to rollinPlease respond to rollinPlease respond to rollinPlease respond to rollin ....blantonblantonblantonblanton

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ROLLIN BLANTON
315 w. 5th st
Los Angeles, CA 90013
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Petrea Sandel
551 Eldora Road
Pasadena, CA 91104
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

NICK MCLAUGHLIN
7401 S SEPULVEDA BLVD
LOS ANGELES, CA 90045
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Staci Evans
3720 Rock Island Dr.
Sacramento, CA 95827
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Johnson
5804 Alameda Ave
Richmond, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

B Diane Fowler
307 Sunnyside Dr.
Colfax, CA 95713
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

henry sanchez
963 oso rd
ojai, CA 93023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Hollis
18 Locust Avenue
Kentfield, CA 94904
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ellen Hamilton
7005 Scripps Crescent St
Goleta, CA 93117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Lloyd
1520 Stanford Ave
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kay Fontana
2143 Coastland Ave
San Jose, CA 95125
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Minkowski
2395 Delaware Ave. #66
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roger Kohler
38 N Almaden Blvd Unit 1623
San Jose, CA 95110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ali Moshrefi
25013 Whitman St 10s
Hayward, CA 94544
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jean Crossley
Box 1185
Winters, CA 95694
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steve Schubert
Po Box 6002
Los Osos, CA 93412
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Kathryn BurnsKathryn BurnsKathryn BurnsKathryn Burns         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 05:26 PM

Please respond to burnszillaPlease respond to burnszillaPlease respond to burnszillaPlease respond to burnszilla

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathryn Burns
5781 Los Pacos St.
Buena Park, CA 90620
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janice Jones
2612 Tulare Av
El Cerrito, CA 94530
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laura Huhn
1
Bodega Bay, CA 94923
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Holden Smith
228A E. Figueroa
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Selina L
Huntingdon Drive
San Jose, CA 95129
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Diana Dee
12814 Victory Bl
North Hollywood, CA 91606
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Reevyn Aronson
2802 Medford Ave.
Redwood City, CA 94061
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

paul caarlton
3280 Paseo Gallita
san clemente, CA 92672
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Borucke
285 Newton St.
Oakland, CA 94606
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Liz Fowler
Ventura Street
Richmond, CA 94805
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bruce Mitchell
13659 Victory Blvd.
Van Nuys, CA 91401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jayde gelette
6936 Woodrow Wilson Drive
Los Angeles, CA 91423
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Cull
500 1/4 Belmont Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tony Chavez
11848 Vanowen St.
North Hollywood, CA 91605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debra Jones
16676 E Greenhaven St
Covina, CA 91722
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tom Cyr
350 Acero Place
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

William Wallin
5337 Zara Ave
Richmond, CA 94805
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ken Greenwald
1930 Stewart St. G2
Santa Monica, CA 90404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Pann
2512 Aiken Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jill Blaisdell
5152 Earl Dr.
La Canada, CA 91011
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carl Cartwright
13556 Trumball St
Whittier, CA 90605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

We are  writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project 
at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

We are not only strongly opposed, but totally opposed to this project for 
several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



7.  We live less than 100 YARDS from the railroad in Santa Barbara.  Thank you 
for disapproving this potentially disastrous project.

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Doug and Lee Buckmaster
5630-C Calle Real
Santa Barbara, CA 93111
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wendy Czarnecki
200 Knudtsen Ln
Petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

DENISE BRASHEAR
1719 S Oxnard Blvd.
OXNARD, CA 93030
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands and other highly 
volatile and extremely explosive oil to California will undermine our state's 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will 
put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town (Davis, CA) just aren't prepared for these 
heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. 
The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident 
rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting 
crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is 
troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than 
during the past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which 
reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe 
tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our riparian corridors, our scarce water resources, sensitive 
ecosystems, homes and local economies. An explosive fire on our mountainous 
forrest lands could easily ignite a firestorm of great proportions.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rodney Robinson
PO Box 1753
DAVIS, CA 95617
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roberta Weissglass
P.O. Box 31015
Santa Barbara, CA 93130
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.  

My parents live in Nipomo.

Marc Moritsch
4220 Shadowcrest Drive
Santaq Maria, CA 93455
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Martin MacKerel
1647 McAllister St. #6
San Francisco, CA 94115
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Aggers
14622 Haynes St
Van Nuys, CA 91411
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Maryanne Lowman
171 Jules ave
San Francisco, CA 94112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Les Schellhous
P.O. Box 4175
Ventura, CA 93007
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kent Strother
7745 Vale
Whittier, CA 90602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rollin Odell
2 Haciendas Road
Orinda, CA 94563
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rollin Odell
2 Haciendas Road
Orinda, CA 94563
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Rich WillsRich WillsRich WillsRich Wills         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 04:59 PM

Please respond to richtenortonePlease respond to richtenortonePlease respond to richtenortonePlease respond to richtenortone

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rich Wills
544 Douglas Ave.
Grass Valley, CA 95945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kevin Toney
4313 Nelson DR
Richmond, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bob Rosenberg
32 Toussin
kentfield, CA 94904
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Colin Macaulay
410 W. 38th Ave.
San Mateo, CA 94403
US
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Please respond to davanmadPlease respond to davanmadPlease respond to davanmadPlease respond to davanmad

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andrea Kean
1423 campus dr
Berkeley, CA 94708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lynn Camhi
95 Marshall Ave.
Petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

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



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael B Wisper
172 Crown Crcle
South San Francisco, CA 94080
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paul Belz
PO Box 11507
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Virginia Krutilek
921 Broadway
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

W. Gish
PO Box 01
GLENDALE, CA 91201
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patrizio Paratelli
3841 Mentone Ave,, pat. 34
Culver City, CA 90232
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jo Ann Kiva
1245 N. Michillinda Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91107
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Lord
1 some street
San Jose, CA 95118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

margaret c. rowe
7780 sonoma hwy
santa rosa, CA 95409
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Orr
2241 4th av
sacramento, CA 95818
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tanya Stum
1075 Rose Avneue
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy R. Griffith
1120 44th Street
Sacramento, CA 95819
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
No, no, no, no, no, no, no!

Kathleen Hopkins
671 Vernon St 101
Oakland, CA 94610
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debra Nichols
1122 Dianron Rd.
Palmdale, CA 93551
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Pete CoxPete CoxPete CoxPete Cox         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 04:46 PM

Please respond to petePlease respond to petePlease respond to petePlease respond to pete 73737373coxcoxcoxcox

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pete Cox
11350 Foothill Blvd Unit 18
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Hanger
20940 Waveview
Topanga, CA 90290
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chris Petrakis
1550 Amherst Ave. #102
Los Angeles, CA 90025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rita Fahrner
271 Gates Street
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elaine Erickson
1426 Frontero Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tiffany-Marie Austin
19859 Kittridge St.
Winnetka, CA 91306
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christopher Boone
49 Hancock Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sheri Rollison
383 Grandview
Novato, CA 94945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anje' Waters
14945 Christmas Tree ln.
Grass Valley, CA 95945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

sheila wyse
14925 jadestone drive
sherman oaks, CA 91403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kurt Olson
837 Turquoise
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Julian OrrJulian OrrJulian OrrJulian Orr         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 04:32 PM

Please respond to orrPlease respond to orrPlease respond to orrPlease respond to orr

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julian Orr
P. O. Box 577
Pescadero, CA 94060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Escalera
4132 Vista Clara Road
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Harless
105 Hidden Dr.
Scotts Valley, CA 95066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jon Darke
111 cienga
LA, CA 90012
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Connie Devine
5869 Southwind Drive
San Jose, CA 95138
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kimberly Notary
805 Tully Rd
modesto, CA 95350
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rich Moser
1103 W. Micheltorena
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Silverstein
Tujunga Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91601
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Arlyce Smith
110 Goya Drive
Fairfield, CA 94534
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dirk Reed
4650 Cherryvale Avenue
Soquel, CA 95073
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah rebstock
546 bellevue st
santa cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Thomas
1613 Aromas Heights Lane
Aromas, CA 95004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jamie Green
9727 Sweetwater Ln
Ventura, CA 93004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

AJ Canepa
4637 Stillwater CT
Concord, CA 94521
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Helen Goldstein
1026 Winding Ridge Ct
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Krasky
5324 Manila Ave
Oakland, CA 94618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brian Boortz
15750 Winchester Blvd., #201
Los Gatos, CA 95030
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
John MoraJohn MoraJohn MoraJohn Mora         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 04:14 PM

Please respond to jbmconstructionPlease respond to jbmconstructionPlease respond to jbmconstructionPlease respond to jbmconstruction 1111

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Mora
700 Devils Drop Ct
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Catherine Gould
971Larmier Ave
Oak View, CA 93022
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kristine Ashton
7915 Amestoy Ave
Lake Balboa, CA 91406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Melissa Martinez
12460 Gilmore Ave., #2
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Maris Bennett
3401 Dimaggio Way
Antioch, CA 94509
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

M Guenza
2190 powell
SF, CA 94133
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
elaine edellelaine edellelaine edellelaine edell         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 04:05 PM

Please respond to elainePlease respond to elainePlease respond to elainePlease respond to elaine

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

elaine edell
5244 Bridgetown Place
westlake village, CA 91362
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

annie belt
890 pacific ave
san jose, CA 95126
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ken Mundy
3650 Regal Place, # 37
Los Angeles, CA 90068
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Wendy ParkWendy ParkWendy ParkWendy Park         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 04:01 PM

Please respond to wparkPlease respond to wparkPlease respond to wparkPlease respond to wpark

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wendy Park
3730 24th St. #4
San Francisco, CA 94114
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gregg Johnson
790 Lenzen Ave Apt 344
San Jose, CA 95126
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Brezy WikerBrezy WikerBrezy WikerBrezy Wiker         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:58 PM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brezy Wiker
231 Avenida Victoria
San Clemente, CA 92672
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

William L Grgurich
33 Encina Ave, Apt 519
Palo Alto, CA 94301
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

heidi buech
12940 walsh ave
los angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rose An
22 Fano St. #D
Arcadia, CA 91006
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katrina Brewer
windy road
hooseville, CA 04421
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jude sky
kensington
kensington, CA 94708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Scott Coahran
220 West K St.   Apt. 1
Los Banos, CA 93635
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leslie Paul Boston
PO Box 56419
Sherman Oaks, CA 91413
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Evette GarciaEvette GarciaEvette GarciaEvette Garcia         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:55 PM

Please respond to evettedgarciaPlease respond to evettedgarciaPlease respond to evettedgarciaPlease respond to evettedgarcia 7777

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Evette Garcia
12330 e 214st
Hawaiian Gardens, CA 90716
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Amber Wheat
1903 Carnegie Ln
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sean Corrigan
2/9 Lae Street
Trinity Beach, CA 90005
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

carol shinker
131 devonshire
san francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andrew Melnick
102 Belridge Drive
Los Gatos, CA 95032
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brian Boortz
15750 Winchester Blvd., #201
Los Gatos, CA 95030
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roberta Reed
208 Fifteenth Street
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tamadhur Al-Aqeel
1816 S Bedford St
Los Angeles, CA 90035
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jym Dyer
132 Beulah Street
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Trisha Cooley
3080 McKinley Dr.
Santa Clara, CA 95051
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dorothy Whitmore
1860 Via Pacifica
Aptos, CA 95003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carla Aronsohn
557 43rd St
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandra Holloway
2160  107th. Ave.
Oakland, CA 94603
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Samuel Durkin
5048 Lakeview Cir
Fairfield, CA 94534
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
GERHARD ECKARDTGERHARD ECKARDTGERHARD ECKARDTGERHARD ECKARDT         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:47 PM

Please respond to gPlease respond to gPlease respond to gPlease respond to g ____eckardteckardteckardteckardt

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

GERHARD ECKARDT
1951 COTTAGE CT.
STOCKTON, CA 95207
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Annette Raible
6163 Bodega Ave
Petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Malley
1609 S. Gary St.
Anaheim, CA 92804
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Dennis DoughertyDennis DoughertyDennis DoughertyDennis Dougherty         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:46 PM

Please respond to dmdfctPlease respond to dmdfctPlease respond to dmdfctPlease respond to dmdfct

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dennis Dougherty
1000 Bayhills Dr
San Rafael, CA 94903
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anne Gross
1392 Mitchell Road
Modesto, CA 95351
US
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Please respond to knightpatriotPlease respond to knightpatriotPlease respond to knightpatriotPlease respond to knightpatriot

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeanette Monroe
26895 Aliso Creek Road
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Amber Sims
803 Fawn Place
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mindi Shank
2525 29th street
Santa Monica, CA 90405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah Fernald Loft
P.O. Box 6223
Napa, CA 94581
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Natalie McMahon
130 Chapman Rd
Woodside, CA 94062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Schacher
3500 35th Ave, Apt 27
Oakland, CA 94619
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
O LewisO LewisO LewisO Lewis         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:36 PM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

O Lewis
PO Box 881075
Los Angeles, CA 90009
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Miranda Leiva
4950 Coldwater Cyn APT#23
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Brown
3701 Glendon Ave Apt 3
Los Angeles, CA 90034
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ray Smith
641 Highland dr
Los Osos, CA 93402
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Frank SeewesterFrank SeewesterFrank SeewesterFrank Seewester         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:32 PM

Please respond to seewesterPlease respond to seewesterPlease respond to seewesterPlease respond to seewester

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frank Seewester
1929 New Jersey St.
Fairfield, CA 94533
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Gayle CuddyGayle CuddyGayle CuddyGayle Cuddy         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:32 PM

Please respond to nightengaylesPlease respond to nightengaylesPlease respond to nightengaylesPlease respond to nightengayles

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gayle Cuddy
853 Turquoise Dr
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Michele GloorMichele GloorMichele GloorMichele Gloor         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:32 PM

Please respond to mgloorPlease respond to mgloorPlease respond to mgloorPlease respond to mgloor

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.  
Thank you for your help and good work.

Michele Gloor
1271 11th Ave.  Apt. 1
San Francisco, CA 94122
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Judith PowellJudith PowellJudith PowellJudith Powell         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:32 PM

Please respond to nedandjudyPlease respond to nedandjudyPlease respond to nedandjudyPlease respond to nedandjudy

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Judith Powell
23561 Via agustini
Mission Viejo, CA 92692
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Seymour SingerSeymour SingerSeymour SingerSeymour Singer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:29 PM

Please respond to quantPlease respond to quantPlease respond to quantPlease respond to quant

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Seymour Singer
414 N. Ogden Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90036
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Louise ZimmerLouise ZimmerLouise ZimmerLouise Zimmer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:26 PM

Please respond to louisePlease respond to louisePlease respond to louisePlease respond to louise ....rqtexrqtexrqtexrqtex

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Louise Zimmer
3975 Meadow Lark Lane
Paso Robles, CA 93446
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Berenice CordovaBerenice CordovaBerenice CordovaBerenice Cordova         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:26 PM

Please respond to MercuryapPlease respond to MercuryapPlease respond to MercuryapPlease respond to Mercuryap 143143143143

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Berenice Cordova
29058 Lillyglen Dr.
Canyon Country, CA 91387
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to ridportPlease respond to ridportPlease respond to ridportPlease respond to ridport

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Davenport
5128 Montair Ave.
Lakewood, CA 90712
US
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Please respond to oramfePlease respond to oramfePlease respond to oramfePlease respond to oramfe

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Guillermo Gonzalez
4124 Ross Park Dr.
San Jose, CA 95118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roidina Salisbury
422 Avenida Castilla #E
Laguna Woods, CA 92637
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Taugher
19201 Sonoma Hwy #268
Sonoma, CA 95476
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Hunter
821 Brockhurst St
Oakland, CA 94608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandra Peterson
67 Woodranch Circle
Danville, CA 94506
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

S Hayano
91 Mission Plaza Drive
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Glenda Deaton
2771 Fallon Cr
Simi Valley, CA 93065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa 
Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's 
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will 
put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I oppose this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Renee Cossutta
297 West Carter Avenue
Sierra Madre, CA 91024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ron Hubert
6800 Virgil Way
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Demetrios Panopoulos
1077 Craig Ave
sonoma, CA 95476
US
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Please respond to karenskollarsPlease respond to karenskollarsPlease respond to karenskollarsPlease respond to karenskollars

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Spease
370 Acero Place
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Eleni Psyllos
1888 Centuury Park East Suite 700
Los Angeles, CA 90067
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sondra G Adam
84 Cottage Ln
Walnut Creek, CA 94595
US
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Please respond to jzazowPlease respond to jzazowPlease respond to jzazowPlease respond to jzazow

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jamie Zazow
733 Marine
Santa Monica, CA 90405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

gulshan oomerjee
1649 Casarin Ave
Simi valley, CA 93065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Walt Brown
Finch Drive
Roseville, CA 95661
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lorraine W. Norby
12A Grove St.
Mill Valley, CA 94941
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Donald Webb
621 Cowles Road
Santa Barbara, CA 93108
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Juliana WoodheadJuliana WoodheadJuliana WoodheadJuliana Woodhead         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:14 PM

Please respond to anchorbabyPlease respond to anchorbabyPlease respond to anchorbabyPlease respond to anchorbaby

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Juliana Woodhead
500 Prospect Blvd.
Pasadena, CA 91103
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Leo LieberLeo LieberLeo LieberLeo Lieber         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:12 PM

Please respond to llieberPlease respond to llieberPlease respond to llieberPlease respond to llieber

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leo Lieber
2385 Hemlock Ave
Concord, CA 94520
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Karen HildebrandKaren HildebrandKaren HildebrandKaren Hildebrand         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:12 PM

Please respond to karenhildebrandPlease respond to karenhildebrandPlease respond to karenhildebrandPlease respond to karenhildebrand

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Hildebrand
1015 King St
santa Cruz, CA 95060
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Radha VignolaRadha VignolaRadha VignolaRadha Vignola         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:11 PM

Please respond to radhaPlease respond to radhaPlease respond to radhaPlease respond to radha

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Accidents will happen.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Radha Vignola
2913 Crocker Ct
Aptos, CA 95003
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Ronald TrainerRonald TrainerRonald TrainerRonald Trainer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:10 PM

Please respond to ronPlease respond to ronPlease respond to ronPlease respond to ron ....trainertrainertrainertrainer

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ronald Trainer
423 Garretson Ave
Rodeo, CA 94572
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Doug TaitDoug TaitDoug TaitDoug Tait         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:09 PM

Please respond to dougtaitPlease respond to dougtaitPlease respond to dougtaitPlease respond to dougtait

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Doug Tait
645 Asilo
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
annika millerannika millerannika millerannika miller         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:09 PM

Please respond to mvswedePlease respond to mvswedePlease respond to mvswedePlease respond to mvswede

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

annika miller
190 Ethel avenue
mill valley, CA 94491
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Cipra NemethCipra NemethCipra NemethCipra Nemeth         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:08 PM

Please respond to cipranPlease respond to cipranPlease respond to cipranPlease respond to cipran

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cipra Nemeth
6600 Lindenhurst Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90048
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Leslie ShapiroLeslie ShapiroLeslie ShapiroLeslie Shapiro         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 03:06 PM

Please respond to artbylasPlease respond to artbylasPlease respond to artbylasPlease respond to artbylas

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

Please just take a look from Google earth of the PETCOKE piled high currently 



at this facility, and left in the enviroment where wind rain and erossion can 
effect it, this is the by product of refining and contains heavy metals that 
are known to cause cancer in citizens. If this is an example of their 
enviromental havic.

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leslie Shapiro
765 Mesa View Dr
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to rsscpaPlease respond to rsscpaPlease respond to rsscpaPlease respond to rsscpa

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rob Seltzer
18408 Clifftop Way
Malibu, CA 90265
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeannie Pollak
2672 Honeysuckle Drive
Oxnard, CA 93036
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Franklin
Del Mar Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paula Adams
64 North Oak Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91107
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephanie Slaughter
3241 Sepulveda Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90034
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

J.A. Zaitlin
297 Berkeley Park Blvd.
Kensington, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Johnson
5804 Alameda Ave
Richmond, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Don McDermott
484 Cole Pl.
Goleta, CA 93117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Veronica Jacobi
408 Hickory Circle
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

erin garcia
14924 dickens
sherman oaks, CA 91403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Garfinkel
26895 Aliso Creek Rd
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cheryl Parkins
4285 Gilbert St.
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Angie Bahris
1904 6th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kristen Renton
26503 bighorn Way
Valencia, CA 91354
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jane Carleton
1236 Walker Ave #307
Walnut Creek, CA 94596
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marilyn King
1001 8th St. #18
Novato, CA 94945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marilyn Fuller
20202 Black Road
Los Gatos, CA 95033
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Starbuck
713 Cathedral Pointe Lane
Santa Barbara, CA 93111
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Norm Ellis
22355 Caminito Tecate
Laguna Hills, CA 92653
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Aidan Humrich
304 Burton Court
Rohnert Park, CA 94928
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Venus Lubui
109 Ofria Drive
Folsom, CA 95630
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lauren Lynley
1072 Via Palma
San Lorenzo, CA 94580
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ken Dawdy
3631 Crow Cyn.
San Ramon, CA 94582
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Kuelper
3111 California St.
Oakland, CA 94602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

john endicott
2043 19th av.
san francisco, CA 94115
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christopher Beasley
1075 Rose ave
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Douglas Dyakon
2500 Zorada Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90046
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jan BurnsJan BurnsJan BurnsJan Burns         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 02:50 PM

Please respond to jbmailPlease respond to jbmailPlease respond to jbmailPlease respond to jbmail

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jan Burns
299 CAnnery Row
Montrey, CA 9.940
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Moss
2223 24TH ST.
SANTA MONICA, CA 90405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laine Gates
PO Box 516
Los Gatos, CA 95031
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Martin
16 East Padre
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

George D Barden
1127 n 85th st.
Seattle, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Evelyn Myers
17655 Greger Street
Sonoma, CA 95476
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Beverly Poncia
P.O. Box 971
Lower Lake, CA 95457
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Neil Lark
685 W. Euclid Ave
Stockton, CA 95204
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Martha Carrington
1555 Merrill Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Donna Meyers
437 Obispo Ave
Long Beach, CA 90814
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

In addition to these reasons there is one other aspect to why the SLO County 



Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors should reject the Phillips 
rail spur: the city councils of Richmond and Berkeley have passed moratoriums 
against the transport of tar sands oil through their communities.  Many of us 
who live here in Oakland are truing to get our city council to do likewise.   
Please join us in our efforts to protect our environment and our citizens 
against this ill conceived and  dangerous plan.

richard and chihoko Solomon
2376 Thackeray Drive
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kandy Fabreo-Montelongo
517 Walnut St
San Carlos, CA 94070
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mana-Jean Wagnon
2834 Johnson Ave
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Irwin Friedman
319 Commodore Drive
Richmond, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lorraine Cook
2928 Diane Street
Ashland, OR 97520
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

April Barcenas
106 Northlite circle
Sacramento, CA 95831
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paula Hartgraves
5050 Hacienda Drive, #1937
Dublin, CA 94568
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mir Bahmanyar
6708 Aldea Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Scott Watanabe
3649 Stoner Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Annecone
551 Torrey Pine Lane
SANTA ROSA, CA 95407
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Gee
PO Box 8674
La Crescenta, CA 91224
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tracey Kleber
345 S Anita Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90049
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alexander Scull
150 arroyo rd
lagunitas, CA 94933
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Frey
PO Box 30444
Santa Barbara, CA 93130
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andy Philpot
1525 Acorn Way
Solvang, CA 93463
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

M.C. McFadden
945 ward drive
santa Barbara, CA 93111
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

cheery miller
maim
pomona, CA 91766
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

VIRGINIA VON HASSELN
223 Hacienda Carmel
Carmel, CA 93923
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brian Gray
7776 Palmyra Dr
Fair Oaks, CA 95628
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

joy murley
405 south old ranch rd
arcadia, CA 91007
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lee Baldwin
11532 Liggett St
Norwalk, CA 90650
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeffrey Golden
30 Poncetta Drive, #320
Daly City, CA 94015
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Chanel BrownChanel BrownChanel BrownChanel Brown         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 02:29 PM

Please respond to brownesqPlease respond to brownesqPlease respond to brownesqPlease respond to brownesq

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chanel Brown
4006 Marconi Ave
Sacramento, CA 95821
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Signe Wetteland
1925 Donner Ave #3
Davis, CA 95618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

joanne nagy
16500 simonds st
Granada Hills, CA 91344
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Lundquist
1345 Carmel Ct.
Denver, CO 80020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Edmund Jones
1083 Danbury Drive
San Jose, CA 95129
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sheryl Rose
1407 Cornell Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

lynda leigh
435 manzanita ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stanley Peterson
427 N Santa Monica St
Los Banos, CA 93635
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alessandro Raganato
via Lucania, 7
Venezia, CA 90016
IT
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Albert Chiu
8222 Skyline Blvd.
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chris Messerschmitt
Boyd
Carmichael, CA 95608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

janine bonk
8644 sunset ave
fair oaks, CA 95628
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

claudia bordin
551 35th street
sacramento, CA 95816
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Wold
19134 Marilla St.
Northridge, CA 91324
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sharon Dennis
1530 Hubbard Avenue
San Leandro, CA 94579
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chris Chouteau
PO Box 194
Healdsburg, CA 95448
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Diane Bolman
334 Ignacio Valley Cir.
Novato, CA   94949, CA 94949
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

yvonne hyatt
824 Cole St
san francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

judith sandodval
838 Cabrillo St.
san fracisco, CA 94118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

LyndaAnn Howerton
1772 Lynn Dr
Penngrove, CA 94951
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Damian  Anne James
432,  38 Street  #D
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in santa Barbara (and other towns nearby) just aren't 
prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards won't 
protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it 
doesn't adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only 
evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 
and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 
and 2014. This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from 
trains in 2013 than during the past four decades combined. The EIR must look 
at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being 
transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

CHERYN ENGLISH
1031 miramonte drive 4
santa barbara, CA 93109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joan Weir
2045 Orchard St.
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patrick Mullins
PO Box 262
South Strafford, VT 05070
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Watson
701 Central Ave.
Sonoma, CA 95476
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gina Ness
1718 Capistrano Drive
Petaluma, CA 94954
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 
increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local 
economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.



Linda Garfield
1156 High St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95064
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
M LeeM LeeM LeeM Lee        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 02:16 PM

Please respond to leePlease respond to leePlease respond to leePlease respond to lee 9078907890789078

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

M Lee
3124 Harpers Ferry Ct
Stockton, CA 95219
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vera Loewer
636 Montezuma Drive
Pacifica, CA 94044
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Gordon
2801 Glendower ave
Los angeles, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Haskard
8393 Mipolomol Rd
Malibu, CA 90265
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Harter
1249 Bundage Court
Marina, CA 93933
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

MARC DE LEON
4965
WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91364
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Doreen Feingersch
257 nw 116 lane
coral springs, FL 33071
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karina Alvarez
1 LMU Drive MSB-4473
Los Angeles, CA 90241
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Izett
1571 Ptarmigan Drive #1A
WalnutCreek, CA 94595
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mal Gaffney
801 W. Ocean Ave
Lompoc, CA 93436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sherri Andrade
25272 Rockridge Rd
Laguna Hills, CA 92653
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
David YusemDavid YusemDavid YusemDavid Yusem         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 02:10 PM

Please respond to dyusemPlease respond to dyusemPlease respond to dyusemPlease respond to dyusem

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Yusem
220 Drakes View Dr.
Inverness, CA 94937
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christopher Stevens
242 Senior Cir
Lompoc, CA 93436
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Lyn AyalLyn AyalLyn AyalLyn Ayal         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 02:09 PM

Please respond to lynayalPlease respond to lynayalPlease respond to lynayalPlease respond to lynayal

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lyn Ayal
6440 Via Escondido
Malibu, CA 90265
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Amber Fandel
1027 N. Martel Ave.
West Hollywood, CA 90046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Amy Gable
114 W Fedora Ave.
Fresno, CA 93705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marty Bostic
1540 Amherst Ave.
LA, CA 90025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Isaac Salazar
1815 S Ridgeley Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90019
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michelle Kory
23323 Lynham Place
Valencia, CA 91354
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joanne Pennington
2603 Calle Del Comercio D
San Clemente, CA 92672
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

susanne madden
7319 trask avenue
playa del rey, CA 90293
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kristy Howe
600 Radcliffe Dr.
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Fusco
50 Del Mar Ave
Berkeley, CA 94708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Suzanne a'Becket
21163 Patriot Way
Cupertino, CA 95014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

kourtney ridenour
410 s. Padre Juan Ave.
ojai, CA 93023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Waine
80 School St.
Taunton, MA 02780
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Judith Collas
760 Swarthmore Ave/
PAcific Palisades, CA 90272
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Anna Lind
822 Clayton Street
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Benzel
PO Box 5334, Carpenter 2 SW of 2nd
Carmel,, CA 93921
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steve Iverson
309 Fernleaf Ave Unit C
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

earl lippold
6322 seaborn st
lakewood, CA 90713
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Erika Whitton
2235 Watermarke Place
Irvine, CA 92612
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Margaret Stapleton
1263 Cypress Point Lane #101
Ventura, CA 93003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debra Lewis
727 Medford Avenue
Hayward, CA 94541
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

billie talamantes
1841 s. olive av
stockton, CA 95215
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rosa Baeza
19556 Hart Street
Reseda, CA 91335
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Ruiz
3365 Fernwood Ave.
Lynwood, CA 90262
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I live less than one mile from the railroad tracks in West Berkeley, 
California, and I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed 
oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar 
sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader 
addressing climate change, and these trains will put our communities directly 
in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.  According to 
data gathered by the California Office of Environmental Health Hazard 
Assessment, the West Berkeley community near the railroad tracks is already 
highly burdened with pollution, including diesel particulates, and residents 
suffer from high rates of asthma.  See http://oehha.ca.gov/ej/ces2.html.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 



fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kevin Bundy
1611 Chestnut St
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Fletcher Chouinard
4274 Faria Rd.
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Philip Fraser
454 34th st#26
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gopal Shanker
1370 El Bonita Avenue
Saint Helena, CA 94574
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

MariaElena Yepes
527 Pomelo Av.
Monterey Park, CA 91755
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Waitz
21 Hillside Ct.
Berkeley, CA 94704
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Larry Smith
15 Coronado Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94596
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Teri Forester
7808 Auburn Woods Drive
Citrus Heights, CA 95610
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joanna Zadra
3859 Woodcrest Road
Sacramento, CA 95821
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Luben Stoilov
23 Meadow Drive
San Rafael, CA 94903
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

sue marquez
3764 watseka ave
LA, CA 90034
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Clara Beard
3580 Frances Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

We are writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project 
at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

We are strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, we urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dudley and Candace Campbell
13167 Ortley Place
Valley Glen, CA 91401
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
April ParkinsApril ParkinsApril ParkinsApril Parkins         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 01:52 PM

Please respond to aprilPlease respond to aprilPlease respond to aprilPlease respond to april

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

April Parkins
4285 Gilbert Street
Oakland, CA 94611
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Cherry BattagliaCherry BattagliaCherry BattagliaCherry Battaglia         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 01:51 PM

Please respond to brewsterPlease respond to brewsterPlease respond to brewsterPlease respond to brewster ....cccc

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cherry Battaglia
293 Eastside Drive
San Jose, CA 95127
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Dan GoldbergDan GoldbergDan GoldbergDan Goldberg         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 01:49 PM

Please respond to danoPlease respond to danoPlease respond to danoPlease respond to dano 41414141dddd

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dan Goldberg
2120 N Pacific Ave  Spc 27
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
joie winnickjoie winnickjoie winnickjoie winnick         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 01:49 PM

Please respond to joiewinnickPlease respond to joiewinnickPlease respond to joiewinnickPlease respond to joiewinnick

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

joie winnick
13911 Riverside Drive
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
USA



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to shiningjoysPlease respond to shiningjoysPlease respond to shiningjoysPlease respond to shiningjoys

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

juliet goldstein
pob
aptos, CA 95001
US
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Please respond to heatherlkerrPlease respond to heatherlkerrPlease respond to heatherlkerrPlease respond to heatherlkerr

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Heather Kerr
21950 McKean Road
San Jose, CA 95120
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Derek ShumanDerek ShumanDerek ShumanDerek Shuman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 01:48 PM

Please respond to dshumanPlease respond to dshumanPlease respond to dshumanPlease respond to dshuman

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I live very close to the railway section through Berkeley and Oakland that 
would carry massive amounts of dangerous highly volatile oil on a very 
frequent basis. I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed 
oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar 
sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader 
addressing climate change, and these trains will put our communities directly 
in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 



simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Derek Shuman
142A Walnut St. #240
Berkeley, CA 94709
US
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Please respond to tygerjasPlease respond to tygerjasPlease respond to tygerjasPlease respond to tygerjas

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tygarjas Bigstyck
1137 Banyan Way
Pacifica, CA 94044
US
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Please respond to kjsilveyPlease respond to kjsilveyPlease respond to kjsilveyPlease respond to kjsilvey

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katherine Silvey
1567 Ashwood Dr
Martinez, CA 94553
US
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Please respond to cecePlease respond to cecePlease respond to cecePlease respond to cece

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cynthia Neber
1979 Grace Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90068
US
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Please respond to misakoelainePlease respond to misakoelainePlease respond to misakoelainePlease respond to misakoelaine

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Misako Hill
1075 45th Street
Emeryville, CA 94608
US
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Please respond to mrvergaPlease respond to mrvergaPlease respond to mrvergaPlease respond to mrverga

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

enrico verga
352  12th street
seal beach, CA 90740
US
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Please respond to profpetrellaPlease respond to profpetrellaPlease respond to profpetrellaPlease respond to profpetrella

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan L Petrella
2455 Cambridge Avenue
Fullerton, CA 92835
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Denise Wittenberg
903 E. Rose Ave.
Orange, CA 92867
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Arlette Schlitt-Gerson
39 norwood Ave.
Kensington, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Aylward
651 Sierra Vista Ave.
Mountain View, CA 94043
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jay Rice
72 Holstrom Circle
Novato, CA 94947
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Levy
1255 Waller
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Shereen Hawkins
18312 Manitoba Ln
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

lonna richmond
45 sunset way
muir beach, CA 94965
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

catherine ridder
3091 lake
altadena, CA 91001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Portia Goltz
898 Temple Terrace, #318
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laurence George
confidential
Nicasio, CA 94946
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

lloyd reynolds
10943 obsidian ct
fountain valley, CA 92708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rob Firmin
642 Beloit Ave
Kensington, CA 94708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.  
In SLO the trains are within 500feet of 
people's bedrooms and play-yards for children. Nobody has address the question 
of NORMS check the Journal of Petroleom engineers about them.  Then look at 
the oil can themselves, rusting rolling cans that connect via a big pipe so if 
one catches an ignition they all go up in flames. Single hull and scale 
covered literal cans !    How about safety valves and fire surpression 
materials for the train station as"Chemtrec" is not close to us.

annie steele
santabarbar
SLO, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anna Johnson
7316 amherst st
Sacramento, CA 95818
US
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Please respond to elizabethbettenhausenPlease respond to elizabethbettenhausenPlease respond to elizabethbettenhausenPlease respond to elizabethbettenhausen

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Bettenhausen
345 Plymouth St.
Cambria, CA 93428
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.



Wolf Bostedt
642 Poirier
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Please respond to carolePlease respond to carolePlease respond to carolePlease respond to carole

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carole Ehrhardt
P.O Box 243
Pebble Beach, CA 93953
US
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Please respond to jksanfordPlease respond to jksanfordPlease respond to jksanfordPlease respond to jksanford

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julia Sanford
15418 Gault Street
Van Nuys, CA 91406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cecelia Mariscal
1052 45th St. #B
Emeryville, CA 94608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dorothy Wilkinson
5118 De Longpre Avenue, #314
Hollywood, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to DENY the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Watson
8190 Grape Ave
Forestville, CA 95436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Binstock
308 East Anapamu Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Holly Burgin
14220 Runnymede St
Van Nuys, CA 91405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephanie Miyashiro
1135 Delaware St.
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

marcia m. smith
722 seminole way
palo alto, CA 94303
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Josh Kaye-Carr
1365 Weymouth Ln
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

zelma fishman
1612  7th st
los osos, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jackie Marcus
2780 Los Osos Valley Rd
Los Osos, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Betty Kowall
2295 Goodwin Ave
Penngrove, CA 94951
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Samara Hanson velloo
720 glenice st
Petaluma, CA 94954
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

J. Barry Gurdin
247 Ortega Street
San Francisco, CA 94122
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Natalie Kovacs
716 Cantor
Irvine, CA 92673
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kerstin Mueller
479 Simas Drive
Milpitas, CA 95035
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cathe Dietrich
1200 Talbot St.
Berkeley, CA 94706
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gerald Orcholski
2400 Brigden Rd
Pasadena, CA 91104
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

R L
*
Rohnert Park, CA 94928
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leigh Clark
16349 Los Alimos Street
Granada Hills, CA 91344
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Adams
11024 Balboa Blvd. #746
Granada Hills, CA 91344
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Erikson
8240 Stevenson Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95828
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ronit Corry
3956 Calle Cita
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Niky Missagh
Winepol Loop
San Jose, CA 95125
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paul Andrade
119 Coral St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Margaret Christine Robinett
3631 Cabernet Vineyards Circle
San Jose, CA 95117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ja Ko
v
v, CA 90018
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jane Bark
93 comanche ct
Fremont, CA 94539
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Monique Grajeda
981 Madonna Rd.
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

dawn obrien
1817 Mountain Ave
santa barbara, CA 93101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I OPPOSE this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur!

Shauna Haines
1732 McGee Ave
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael C. Ford and Richard B. Marks
178 Manfre Rd.
Watsonville, CA 95076
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pat Blackwell-Marchant
5737 Medallion Court
Castro Valley, CA 94552
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jill Stassinos
1760 Ocean Oaks Rd.
Carpinteria, CA 93013
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

What we REALLY need are more passenger trains!

Gloria Burd
1078 Blazingwood Dr.
Sunnyvale, CA 94089
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lynne Olivier
3700 Garvin Avenue
Richmond, CA 94805
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Rodriguez
1128 N. Cahuenga Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90038
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Harrington
5420 Erickson Drive
Granite Bay, CA 95746
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Bryne
163 cedar st
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Erik Green
415 N. 2nd St.
San Jose, CA 95112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jenna Friedenberg
1540 N Benton Way
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Irene Kraus
26531 Baronet
Mission Viejo, CA 92692
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Richard Puaoi
9 Josefa Court
Novato, CA 94949
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Crystal Espinoza
6218 Monterey Rd. #1
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brendan Doyle
355 61st Street
Oakland, CA 94618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

La Vonne Miller
4008 Pacific Ave.
Long Beach, CA 90807
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joanne Nelson
1245 . Ienega Avenue
San Dimas, CA 91773
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Adams
Mormon
Folsom, CA 95630
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

val szymanski
4 Mary Lane
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Grindeland
1085 Tasman Dr., Spc# 622
Sunnyvale, CA 94089
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

angie klein
2622 Lincoln Ave
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Silvia Rocha
900 w Sierra Madre Ave #60
Azusa, CA 91702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stacey DeGooyer
300 Galland St
Petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lori Newell
507 N. Scott Dr.
Santa Maria, CA 93454
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Mitsuda
33210 Lake Oneida Street
Fremont, CA 94555
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rebecca Egger
3126 College Avenue
Berkeley, CA 94705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bonnie Pannell
422 Jackson St
Crockett, CA 94525
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Albert Valencia
15542 Cabot Circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92647
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Huber
1631 Interlachen Rd.
Seal Beach, CA 90740
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Life is more important than economics.

Josephine Laing
141 Cuesta
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US
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Please respond to besunflowersbPlease respond to besunflowersbPlease respond to besunflowersbPlease respond to besunflowersb

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Ann Kelly & Family
1724 Olive Avenue
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
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Please respond to dgotchPlease respond to dgotchPlease respond to dgotchPlease respond to dgotch

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dan Gotch
1114 Kenet Pl
PG, CA 93950
US
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Please respond to lamariannaPlease respond to lamariannaPlease respond to lamariannaPlease respond to lamarianna

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marianna Mejia
1009 Hidden Valley Road
SOQUEL, CA 95073
US
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Please respond to citizenkaehnPlease respond to citizenkaehnPlease respond to citizenkaehnPlease respond to citizenkaehn

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Max Kaehn
234 N Murphy Ave.
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
US
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Please respond to cheersPlease respond to cheersPlease respond to cheersPlease respond to cheers

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barb Skoog
1884 Peterson Avenue
South Pasadena, CA 91030
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pat Frankenfield
325 Channing Avenue #116
Palo Alto, CA 94301
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Polly Dallas
1622 Center St.
Oakland, CA 94607
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patrick Williams
1156 W. Iowa
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
US
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Please respond to sspengemPlease respond to sspengemPlease respond to sspengemPlease respond to sspengem

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah Spengeman
1330 Southwood Drive
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Please respond to mpeabodyPlease respond to mpeabodyPlease respond to mpeabodyPlease respond to mpeabody

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Melissa Peabody
89 Manchester St
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in towns along the train route aren't prepared for 
these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the 
public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't 
adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates 
rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, 
omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 
This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 
than during the past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, 
which reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and 
unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dehra Iverson
2237 Raleigh Ave
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Austin
5737 Kanan Rd. #271
Agoura Hills, CA 91301
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chelsea Eng
390 Valdez Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94127
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jean Reinys
Francisco St
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:
1. My newly-wed daughter lives with a quarter mile of the proposed bomb train 
tracks.  To aprove this project with total disregard for the thousands of 
lives at stakes is unthinkable. 

2.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

3. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

4. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

5. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

6. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

7. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 



simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jan Cox Golovich
179 Harbor Vista Ct.
Benicia, CA 94510
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

MARK MCCORMICK
556 HACIENDA DR
SCOTTS VALLEY, CA 95066
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Amit ShohamAmit ShohamAmit ShohamAmit Shoham         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 01:09 PM

Please respond to amitPlease respond to amitPlease respond to amitPlease respond to amit

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Amit Shoham
2106 7th Ave.
Oakland, CA 94606
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bruce Higgins
4148 Bristlecone Way
Livermore, CA 94551
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing you today in the hope that many other citizens of the Central 
Coast are writing you, too, to I strongly urge you to deny the proposed 
oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
You know the reasons.  And I know the pressure you are under to cave on this 
issue.  Therefore, I am appealing to you on behalf of public and environmental 
health to block this project now.  Please let me know your final decision.  

 

Fran Salisbury
2207 Ashwood Lane
San Jose, CA 95132
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christina Williams
8600 International Ave Apt 239
Canoga Park, CA 91304
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cindy Ast
Roble Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94305
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Allen Swift
Bridgehead Road
Martinez, CA 94553
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debbie Verdugo
210 Avenida Montalvo
San Clemente, CA 92672
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Taylor Solorzano
Surfside Ave
Seal Beach, CA 90743
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

alicia falsetto
1830 santa cruz aveneu
menlo park, CA 94025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

john s
yolmlio
gbon;m;, CA 94403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ken Burke
21228 Gary Drive #417
Hayward, CA 94546
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Margaret Pierce
340 Quail Run
Aptos, CA 95003
US
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Please respond to ruthPlease respond to ruthPlease respond to ruthPlease respond to ruth ____farnsworthfarnsworthfarnsworthfarnsworth

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ruth Farnsworth
408 pinefield rd
san jose, CA 95134
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Matt Olrich
9 Falmouth Cove
San Rafael, CA 94901
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Colin MurphyColin MurphyColin MurphyColin Murphy         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 01:06 PM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Colin Murphy
Some Street
Oakland, CA 94606
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Grace Feldmann
4896 Lookout rd
Santa Barbara, CA, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Jane Adams
26 Hillcrest Drive
Paso Robles, KS 93446
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Frazer
668 39th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
ELMER BERGERELMER BERGERELMER BERGERELMER BERGER         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 01:05 PM

Please respond to bergerearustyPlease respond to bergerearustyPlease respond to bergerearustyPlease respond to bergerearusty

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ELMER BERGER
58 BILLOU ST
SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Genevieve Deppong
10664 Baxter Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

sandie Brown
200 la colina dr
alamo, CA 94507
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andrew Olsen
4440 Finley Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandra Barlow
2951 Derby St.
Berkeley, CA 94705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Please deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 
Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts 
to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our 
communities directly in harm's way.  

I'm, also,  opposed to this project for the following reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

wandis wilcox
1860 via pacifica, #1201
aptos, CA 95003
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chelsea Mosher
526 E. 8th
Long Beach, CA 90813
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Javier Del Valle
P.O. Box 3060
Montebello, CA 90640
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Linda MorganLinda MorganLinda MorganLinda Morgan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 01:02 PM

Please respond to RedwoodbirdPlease respond to RedwoodbirdPlease respond to RedwoodbirdPlease respond to Redwoodbird

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Morgan
10 Cherrywood Court
San Pablo, CA 94806
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marlene Fisher
550N. Orlando Avenue
West Hollywood, CA 90048
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Martha Jordan
521 Lincoln St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Brickell
6523 Maplegrove St.
Oak Park, CA 91377
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am a Nipomo, CA property owner and and my emotions regarding these oil 
trains range from fear to outrage.  I strongly urge you to deny the proposed 
oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar 
sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader 
addressing climate change, and these trains will put our communities directly 
in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. My property 
lies just a few miles from the refinery and I have children and grandchildren 
who will be directly at risk!

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 



are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

The question is not, "Will a spill occur" but "When and how often will spills 
occur and what we we lose in the process." For all these reasons, I urge the 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to soundly 
reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Kutilek
601 s 15th st
San Jose, CA 95112
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Zion AregahegnZion AregahegnZion AregahegnZion Aregahegn         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 01:00 PM

Please respond to zionPlease respond to zionPlease respond to zionPlease respond to zion ....600600600600

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Zion Aregahegn
1762 Castro Drive
San Jose, CA 95130
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
catherine riddercatherine riddercatherine riddercatherine ridder         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 01:00 PM

Please respond to caridderPlease respond to caridderPlease respond to caridderPlease respond to caridder 2222

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

catherine ridder
3091 lake
altadena, CA 91001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paula DeFelice
Mozart Dr.
Richmond, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sara Wan
22350 Carbon Mesa Rd
Malibu, CA 90265
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andrea von Foerster
5718 Beck Avenue
North Hollywood, CA 91601
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Heermance
208 N California Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joanne Williams
Camino Alto
Mill Valley, CA 94941
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jackie ThompsonJackie ThompsonJackie ThompsonJackie Thompson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:57 PM

Please respond to jackiePlease respond to jackiePlease respond to jackiePlease respond to jackie ....thompsonthompsonthompsonthompson

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jackie Thompson
4257 Lorrain St
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alejandra Cardenas
5428 Aldama St.
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katie Ruthroff
P.O. Box 933
Eldridge, CA 95431
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gwen Romani
28667 Meadowgrass Drive
Castaic, CA 91384
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

donna duran
17168 ballinger st.
northridge, CA 91325
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Scott Akemon
4260 Harbor View
Oakland, CA 94619
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andrea Hodges
8770 Carmel Valley Rd
Carmel, CA 93923
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Ramsey
1626 Colusa Ave.
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Ramsey
1626 Colusa Ave.
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

STACIE CHARLEBOIS
701 GRANDVIEW RD
SEBASTOPOL, CA 95472
US
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Please respond to carolPlease respond to carolPlease respond to carolPlease respond to carol ....bearbearbearbear100100100100

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Phillips
1825 Sonoma Blvd. #356
Vallejo, CA 94590
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Soon
121 Ladera Dr
santa cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paul Bassen
5600 Merriewood Drive
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bob Thawley
15 Mirabel Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Steponaitis
910 Geary 20
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frederick Clegg
Diablo Drive
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Megan Eding
715 Camino Amigo
Danville, CA 94526
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joan Carrara
425 Ridgewood Ct.
Antioch, CA 94509
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Milliken
1256 Hudson Avenue
St. Helena, CA 94574
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jan Leath
1128 Princeton Drive
glendale, CA 91205
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Hampson
729 Waller Street, Apt. B
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

B Phillips
K
B, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tara Gonzales
5210 Magdalena Ave
Atascadero, CA 93422
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tina Ann
p.o. box 265
Bolinas, CA 94924
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

carmen palumbo
6602 kilda cir
huntington beach, CA 92647
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Deisha Garcia
1277 Branham Lane
San Jose, CA 95118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Oliver
2254 Moreno Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90039
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sherry Handy
965 Gold Nugget Circle
Lincoln, CA 95648
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jack PhillipsJack PhillipsJack PhillipsJack Phillips         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:46 PM

Please respond to cooperfiascoPlease respond to cooperfiascoPlease respond to cooperfiascoPlease respond to cooperfiasco

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jack Phillips
2754 Hawks Landing Court
Placerville, CA 95667
US
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Please respond to davidwolfphotoPlease respond to davidwolfphotoPlease respond to davidwolfphotoPlease respond to davidwolfphoto

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Wolf
3063 25th Street
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

dale riehart
86 south park st
san francisco, CA 94107
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Tomczyszyn
243 Ramsell St
San Francisco, CA 94132
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ina Mitchell
15305 Lanark St Apt 222
Van Nuys, CA 91406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jamie coventry
carriage dr
el sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Small
3463 San Marcos Way
Santa Clara, CA 95051
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

J Bonsal Weiner
76 Ross Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Aaron Ross
383 W. 14th Street
San Pedro, CA 90731
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rosann Lynch
872 Laine Street
Monterey, CA 93940
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

K Lucas
10110 Margo Ln
Westminsrter, CA 92683
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Iris Bruel
8 Bayo Vista Way
San Rafael, CA 94901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jane Edwards
7822 Trinity Ln.
La Palma, CA 90623
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kurt Speidel
761 Calle Los Olivos
San Clemente, CA 92673
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

William Mitchell
5511 Fernhoff Rd
Oakland, CA 94619
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Heidi Gitterman
11 Charmaine Ct.
Novato, CA 94949
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Valerie Goldberg
P.o. Box 8212
Calabasas, CA 91372
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Monika Radosova
Kubranska 2
Trencin, ot 91101
SK
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

charlotte cook
1133 55th street
sacramento, CA 95819
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steve Lustgarden
28 Hanover Couirt
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Guevara
476 Winchester Dr
Watsonville, CA 95076
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jen Rios
3241 Taper Ave
San Jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Teri Herbst
4910 Via El Sereno
Torrance, CA 90505
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Markel
4242 Coolidge Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Uriel Aguilar
977 Clark ave
Mountain View, CA 94040
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karilyn Kirsch
335 S BErendo Apt 202
Los Angeles, CA 90020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gina Sanfilippo
3690 21st st
san francisco, CA 94114
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ruth Lombard
514 Baines Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandra Britton
613 Woodgreen Way
Nipomo, CA 93444
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cristian Contreras
4700 Acacia St
Bell, CA 90201
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thomas Carlino
549 Quail Bush Ct
San Jose, CA 95117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Mc Entee
940 Willowleaf Dr. Apt 2504
San Jose, CA 95128
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Helen Cooluris
58 West Portal Avenue #138
San Francisco, CA 94127
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Kramer
315 Franklin Street
Newton, MA 02458
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marion Taylor Baer
3636 Corinth Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julie Williamson
7424 Canady Lane
Citrus Heights, CA 95610
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Shari Amos
3324 OFarrell Drive
Sacramento, CA 95815
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julianna Dickey
2107 Spaulding AVenue
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Camille Gilbert
1923 San Andres St Apt F
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lauren Murdock
3940 Via Lucero Apt #16
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kevin Tharp
1863 Malibu Cir
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ERNESTO FERRERA
82 CITY LIMITS CIR
EMERYVILLE, CA 94608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

charlotte cook
1133 55th street
sacramento, CA 95819
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Mary SteeleMary SteeleMary SteeleMary Steele         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:34 PM

Please respond to onlinePlease respond to onlinePlease respond to onlinePlease respond to online ----activistactivistactivistactivist

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Steele
24561 La Hermosa Ave.
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Emily Carr
18301 Norlene
Grass Valley, CA 95949
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brian Kessler
14340 Addison Street 109
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisbeth Jaasko
14923 Leffingwell Rd.
Whittier, CA 90604
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

kris baker
3037 carey lane
brentwood, CA 94513
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wendy Anderson
112 marigold lane
Forestville, CA 95436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Howard Whitaker
2041 Campton Circle
Gold River, CA 95670
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Graciela Huth
8732 EL MANOR AVE
LOS ANGELES, CA 90045
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

joan kaplan
397 e las flores
altadena, CA 91001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joe Buhowsky
83 Tahoe Court
San Ramon, CA 94582
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Griffin
5715 Vineland Ave #4
North Hollywood, CA 91601
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

patricia boyle
510 sand hill circle
menlo park, CA 94025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Wiener
429 Lambert Road
Carpinteria, CA 93013
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

elaine hirtle
1401 cottage Street, #d
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laura Johnson
22532 Tiermas
Mission Viejo, CA 92691
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robyn Sherrill
PO Box 777
Penngrove, CA 94951
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Treffry
19221 Pioneer Pl
Aromas, CA 95004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Syd Rumford
4746 Hazelbrook Avenue
Long Beach, CA 90808
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cynthia Ratliff
po box 3918
Santa Cruz, CA 95063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cindy Bartlett
11968 Loch Lomond Rd
Middletown, CA 95461
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
casee maxfieldcasee maxfieldcasee maxfieldcasee maxfield         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:28 PM

Please respond to storyspicePlease respond to storyspicePlease respond to storyspicePlease respond to storyspice

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

casee maxfield
apt 213 1737 n sycamore ave
los angeles, CA 90028
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Karesa McElhenyKaresa McElhenyKaresa McElhenyKaresa McElheny         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:28 PM

Please respond to headofredPlease respond to headofredPlease respond to headofredPlease respond to headofred

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karesa McElheny
10248 Whitegate Ave.
Sunland, CA 91040
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Leticia CowanLeticia CowanLeticia CowanLeticia Cowan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:28 PM

Please respond to elsiecowanPlease respond to elsiecowanPlease respond to elsiecowanPlease respond to elsiecowan

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leticia Cowan
P.O. 5008
San Jose, CA 95150
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Laurel TuckerLaurel TuckerLaurel TuckerLaurel Tucker         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:28 PM

Please respond to tsvaPlease respond to tsvaPlease respond to tsvaPlease respond to tsva 1111

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I live and work in my home in Claremont, just 1/2 mile away from the railroad 
tracks that bisect our town.  My children's preschool, elementary and middle 
schools are even closer to the tracks.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 



are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laurel Tucker
676 W. 9th St.
Claremont, CA 91711
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Alexis Wray Negele MillerAlexis Wray Negele MillerAlexis Wray Negele MillerAlexis Wray Negele Miller         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:28 PM

Please respond to alexisPlease respond to alexisPlease respond to alexisPlease respond to alexis ....negelenegelenegelenegele

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alexis Wray Negele Miller
1342 Stanford St #3
Santa Monica, CA 90404
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Suzanne DeerlyJohnsonSuzanne DeerlyJohnsonSuzanne DeerlyJohnsonSuzanne DeerlyJohnson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:27 PM

Please respond to suzannedjPlease respond to suzannedjPlease respond to suzannedjPlease respond to suzannedj 3333

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Suzanne DeerlyJohnson
2121 Locust Avenue
Long Beach, CA 90806
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Evan ShamoonEvan ShamoonEvan ShamoonEvan Shamoon         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:27 PM

Please respond to giantmechPlease respond to giantmechPlease respond to giantmechPlease respond to giantmech

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Evan Shamoon
1633 Waterloo St
LA, CA 90026
US
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Please respond to zeldasgrampyPlease respond to zeldasgrampyPlease respond to zeldasgrampyPlease respond to zeldasgrampy

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chuck Bailey
3 Cliffside Drive
Daly City, CA 94015
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to athryftPlease respond to athryftPlease respond to athryftPlease respond to athryft

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ann Thryft
15520 Big Basin Way
Boulder Creek, CA 95006
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Talbot
16756 Simonds St
Granada Hills, CA 91344
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Arbuckle
524 Nimitz Ave
Redwood City, CA 94025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeff Kline
1221 Mariner Dr.
San Francisco, CA 94130
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

nancy zebracki
20 east long lake
troy, MI 48085
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

n kaluza
5396 carriage dr
el sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Rosenthal
1255 10th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brian Hanson
1057 torrance blvd
Torrance, CA 90502
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Broz
P.O. Box 5730
Sherman Oaks, CA 91413
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

denise kim potter
898 wisconsin street
san francisco, CA 94107
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
RRRR....Terra WilliamsTerra WilliamsTerra WilliamsTerra Williams         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:21 PM

Please respond to terrawiPlease respond to terrawiPlease respond to terrawiPlease respond to terrawi

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

On behalf of my family of six adults and our circle of concerned friends, I am 
writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the 
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

My family, our friends and I strongly oppose this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, my family, our friends and I urge the San Luis Obispo 
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the 
Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

R.Terra Williams
1948 Pleasant Hill Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Laurie HallLaurie HallLaurie HallLaurie Hall         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:20 PM

Please respond to lahallPlease respond to lahallPlease respond to lahallPlease respond to lahall

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laurie Hall
1674 Cypress Avenue
Richmond, CA 94805
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Christopher LimaChristopher LimaChristopher LimaChristopher Lima         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:20 PM

Please respond to LimasherpsPlease respond to LimasherpsPlease respond to LimasherpsPlease respond to Limasherps

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christopher Lima
220 Walnut Dr
Ventura, CA 93003
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jonathan GreenJonathan GreenJonathan GreenJonathan Green         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:20 PM

Please respond to gnahtanojPlease respond to gnahtanojPlease respond to gnahtanojPlease respond to gnahtanoj

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jonathan Green
4632 Don Miguel Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90008
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Chandra StephensChandra StephensChandra StephensChandra Stephens         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:20 PM

Please respond to chandrasPlease respond to chandrasPlease respond to chandrasPlease respond to chandras

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chandra Stephens
1623 W. Sexton Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Elizabeth JohnsonElizabeth JohnsonElizabeth JohnsonElizabeth Johnson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:19 PM

Please respond to circejPlease respond to circejPlease respond to circejPlease respond to circej

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Johnson
4022 Ternez Drive
Moorpark, CA 93021
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Mary McGannMary McGannMary McGannMary McGann         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:19 PM

Please respond to mmcgannPlease respond to mmcgannPlease respond to mmcgannPlease respond to mmcgann

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary McGann
2542 Hilgard Ave
Berkeley, CA 94709
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Kim RichardsKim RichardsKim RichardsKim Richards         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:19 PM

Please respond to krshowtimePlease respond to krshowtimePlease respond to krshowtimePlease respond to krshowtime

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kim Richards
1611 Walnut St.
Berkeley, CA 94709
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Michael and Ann WylieMichael and Ann WylieMichael and Ann WylieMichael and Ann Wylie         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:18 PM

Please respond to mdwyliePlease respond to mdwyliePlease respond to mdwyliePlease respond to mdwylie

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael and Ann Wylie
1200 7th Street
Novato, CA 94945
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Linda PerkinsLinda PerkinsLinda PerkinsLinda Perkins         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:18 PM

Please respond to neonaternPlease respond to neonaternPlease respond to neonaternPlease respond to neonatern

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Perkins
2480 Loch Way
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jacqueline Komninos
2737 E. 2nd Street #3
Long Beach, CA 90803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

annamarta dostourian
1970 San Pablo Ave #16
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project and urge the San Luis Obispo County 
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 
proposed rail spur.

John Holtzclaw
1508 Taylor #5
San Francisco, CA 94133
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tim Guisinger
2548 Leafwood Drive
Camarillo, CA 93010
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Peter GjersetPeter GjersetPeter GjersetPeter Gjerset         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:17 PM

Please respond to pgjersetPlease respond to pgjersetPlease respond to pgjersetPlease respond to pgjerset

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Peter Gjerset
1238 1/2 N Sycamore Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90038
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Hailey Baker
9 Driftwood Ave
Novato, CA 94945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dan Miner
2712 ostrom ave
long beach, CA 90815
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Craig Antrim
1312 S. Pacific Ave.
San Pedro, CA 90731
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

DONNA KHOURY
855 SARATOGA STREET
Oxnard, CA 93035
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steve Roth
8818 Oak Trail Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Geraldine May
9845 Huer Huero rd
Creston, CA 93432
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Noel Gould
728 Paseo Del Mar
San Pedro, CA 90731
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 
increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.



Jacque Lefler
7720 Bodega Ave., 20
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chet Yee
1581 Hawes Court
Redwood City, CA 94061
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

mary barich
3411 Milburn St
Rocklin, CA 95765
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.



Loy Zimmerman
4325 E. Vermont St
Long Beach, CA 98014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I cannot believe that you could allow this dangerous action. You would be 
allowing a corrupt foreign greedy corporation to endanger the health and 
property of Califorians.  We would loose health, property, our environment to 
satisfy greed. There is on up side for us. We take all the risks while the tax 
dodging rich reap all the profits. 

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 



fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frank Ackerman
1232 Leisure Lane
Walnut Creek, CA 94595
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roberta Stauffacher
2011 lyon avenue
Belmont, CA 94002
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

david drummond
5725 burlingame ave
richmond, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

steven rathfon
2262 Emerald Circle
Morro Bay, CA 93442
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Wilson
PO Box 7516
Spreckels, CA, CA 93962
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Therese Sing
1328 2nd Street
Santa Monica, CA 90401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dana Linder
5911 Lake Almanor Drive
San Jose, CA 95123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Charles Beals
6611 McLennan Avenue
Van Nuys, CA 91406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Goldberg
1609 Arbor Dr
Glendale, CA 91202
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen u
934 Page St.
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nadya Tichman
1789 Leimert Blvd.
Oakland, CA 94602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

You should know BETTER by now!!

Candy Frantz-Crafton
2636 17th Ave.  #111
Santa Cruz, CA 95065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lari Davis
6801 Cumberland Dr.
Huntington Beach, CA 92647
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barrie Newell
1644 23rd Street
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nicole Savage
Geary Blvd
SanFrancisco, CA 94121
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sally Abrams
138 Cortland
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

William Cody
321 Lori Dr.
BENICIA, CA 94510
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

vicki hughes
4351 boardwalk dr. #205
huntington beach, CA 92649
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Donna Sharee
459 Naples Street
San Francisco, CA 94112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Heather Hanly
4297 Lakeshore Ave
Oakland, CA 94610
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

7. My family and I are users of Amtrak trains, which use the same rail lines 



as the proposed monster oil trains. The delays and distruptions to passenger 
train traffic caused by these trains are simply other  nails in the coffin of 
decent less polluting public transportation along the California coast. That 
is the antithises of what our coastal areas need.

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Martha Goldin
701 4th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am particularly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

7. Tar sands crude oil has become known in the industry as FAR more toxic and 



more likely to explode than the conventional crude oil we have previously been 
dealing with. This is the oil which led to the devastation of the Canadian 
town of Lac-Magantic in the tar sands train derailment and explosions on July 
26, 2013. Here is a link to a photo of that event 
http://g.foolcdn.com/editorial/images/58400/lac_megantic_burning_large.jpg

8. The force of these explosions have caused railroad regulators to 
acknowledge that the tank cars which are currently being used to transport tar 
sands oil are inadequate for this task. However, to retrofit the existing U.S. 
tanker car fleet with additional safety measures would cost more than $1 
billion, according to the Association of American Railroads. These kinds of 
expenses will lead to higher costs to move oil by rail, and regions that have 
relied on rail could lose their competitive advantage.  But the proposed spur 
will carry the dangerously inadequate tank cars; which are unfit for this 
duty.

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joel Hill
556 Sunlit Lane
Bonny Doon, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frank B. Anderson
515 North Meyler St.
San Pedro, CA 90731
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Susan WrightSusan WrightSusan WrightSusan Wright         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:08 PM

Please respond to suzettewPlease respond to suzettewPlease respond to suzettewPlease respond to suzettew 47474747

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Wright
7521 Wyoming St
Westminster, CA 92683
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Allan Fix
1305 Solano Apt G
Albany, CA 94706
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

katheine muller
4415 highgrove ave
torrance, CA 90505
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roger and Judy McClure
29111 Lotusgarden Dr.
Canyon Country, CA 91387
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

bob nace
pleasant valley drive
pleasant hill, CA 94523
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Rickman
10484 Valley Blvd
El Monte, CA 91731
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lu Ann Flechsig
260 Kennedy Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95032
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Emilie Olson
65 Golden Hind Passage
Corte Madera, CA 94925
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
rebecca koorebecca koorebecca koorebecca koo         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:06 PM

Please respond to memoriesjcPlease respond to memoriesjcPlease respond to memoriesjcPlease respond to memoriesjc

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

rebecca koo
1050 johnson ave
san jsoe, CA 95129
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Myron Meisel
2780 McConnell Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jennifer Will
964 White Cloud Dr.
Morgan Hill, CA 95037
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

john contos
n/a
n/a, CA 90623
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John De La Torre
1106 Sonata Drive
Vallejo, CA 94591
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Timothy Larkin
1515 Sutter Street Apt. # 210
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ellen Blum
5074 Mecca Ave.
Tarzana, CA 91356
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

We are writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project 
at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

We are strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, We urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Merle, Mary & Spencer Smallwood
4919 Charter Road
Rocklin, CA 95765
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara KIng
PO Box 29448
Los Angeles, CA 90029
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Joel DavidsonJoel DavidsonJoel DavidsonJoel Davidson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:04 PM

Please respond to joelscottdPlease respond to joelscottdPlease respond to joelscottdPlease respond to joelscottd

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joel Davidson
504 Thain Way
Palo Alto,, CA 94306
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Megan McKay
849 56th St
Sacramento, CA 95819
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jane Kwiatkowski
212 S Catamaran Circle
Pittsburg, CA 94565
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ryan Bunson
2915 Carlsen Street
Oakland, CA 94602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ARLENE STEVENS
8451 Montpelier Way
Sacramento, CA 95823
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wil Rodriguez
2857 S. Bascom Ave.
Campbell, CA 95008
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alicia Salazar
3436 E. 2nd Street
Los Angeles, CA 90063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

denise skeeter
829 loma ave
long beach, CA 90804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ira Levine
2404 Wilshire Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90057
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julian Chazin
13956 San Pablo Ave,, Apt 213
San Pablo, CA 94806, CA 94806
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Kirschling
633 Oak
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kelsey Baker
9 Driftwood Ave
Novato, CA 94945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

judith roach
140 valparaiso avenue
atherton, CA 94027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Natacha Lascano
3200 Zanker Rd
San Jose, CA 95134
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Craig Michler
2717 Chelsea Drive
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frances Goff
5311 Corteen Pl #32
Valley Village, CA 91607
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Virginia Shontell
4325 VErmont Street
Long Beach, CA 90814
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Hoover
8630 lookout mountain ave
los angeles, CA 90046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laura Dutton
2607 Greenvalley Road
Los Angeles, CA 90046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Grant Rich
697 30th Street
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Kemper
1388 California Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dannys Cody
321 Lori Dr.
Benicia, CA 94510
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sharon Richardson
19710 Pinehurst Ln
Salinas, CA 93906
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathryn Spence
288 DONALD DR
MORAGA, CA 94556
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Grainger
1688 Lynoak Drive
Claremont, CA 91711
US
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Please respond to nanseegeePlease respond to nanseegeePlease respond to nanseegeePlease respond to nanseegee

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Gingrich
4317 Gloria Ct
Rohnert Park, CA 94928
US
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Please respond to amontapertPlease respond to amontapertPlease respond to amontapertPlease respond to amontapert

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

anthony montapert
1375  ficus way
ventura, CA 93004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

r Chirpin
18520 Vincennes St
Northridge, CA 91324
US
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Please respond to cmockPlease respond to cmockPlease respond to cmockPlease respond to cmock

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Mock
287 Hirsch Ter.
Fremont, CA 94536
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Judy Sachter
1933 Selby Ave #102
Los Angeles, CA 90025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jill Hartman
1631 Meander Dr.
Simi Valley, CA 93065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Yan Linhart
2624 Brooks Avenue
El Cerrito, CA 94530
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Illia Rosenthal
455 Vallejo St
San Francisco, CA 94133
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brice Beckham
8261 Norton Ave #2
West Hollywood, CA 90046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Miyuki Powell
15672 Jefferson Street
Midway City, CA 92655
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

kristin thigpen
4039 Shadowhill Drive
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karyn Gil
1518 54th Street
Sacramento, CA 95819
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Matthew Pollard
6176 Pershing
St. Louis, MO 63130
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Florencia Valle-Miller
580 McAllister Street
San Francisco, CA 94102
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bruce Cozzini
PO box 205
Capitola, CA 95010
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Angeles SosaAngeles SosaAngeles SosaAngeles Sosa         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:53 AM

Please respond to angelesPlease respond to angelesPlease respond to angelesPlease respond to angeles 2535253525352535

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Angeles Sosa
3474 E. 1sr. st.
Los Angeles, CA 90063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marilyn Chinivasagam
1632 Fairlawn Av
San Jose, CA 95125
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

lois shelton
13580 Capitol Drive
Grass VAley, CA 95945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandi Covell
1183 Alemany Blvd.
San Francisco, CA 94112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Amy Malick
185 N Bailey dr
Porter, IN 94702
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Frances BlytheFrances BlytheFrances BlytheFrances Blythe         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:51 AM

Please respond to francesbPlease respond to francesbPlease respond to francesbPlease respond to francesb 5601560156015601

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frances Blythe
555 Morgan Lane
Dixon, CA 95620
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Jackson
9551 Rockybrook Way
Elk Grove, CA 95624
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Meigs
304 Shady Lane
Ojai, CA 93023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Penny Koines
1731 Tonini Dr.
san Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Adam Trauger
5160 E. Atherton St #83
Long Beach, CA 90815
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
For 20 years I lived about 2 miles from the plant.

Dennis Kish
35,22nd.st
Cayucos, CA 93430
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Couperus
13680 Page Mill Road
Los Altos Hills, CA 94022
US
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Please respond to pfcsagePlease respond to pfcsagePlease respond to pfcsagePlease respond to pfcsage

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

paul caarlton
3280 Paseo Gallita
san clemente, CA 92672
US
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Please respond to garybPlease respond to garybPlease respond to garybPlease respond to garyb 24242424ssss

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

gary dowling
po box 26
pope valley, CA 94567
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Gold
2901a Sir Francis Drake Blvd.
Fairfax, CA 94930
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandi Covell
1183 Alemany Blvd.
San Francisco, CA 94112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gary Boren
501 Guerrero #6
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marie Ellis
125 holly
Watsonville, CA 95076
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Gary LloydGary LloydGary LloydGary Lloyd         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:49 AM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gary Lloyd
1901 Morgan Lane
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gail Camhi
4 Fallen Leaf Way
Novato, CA 94949
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

janice tieken
297 colusa ave
ventura, CA 93004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

georgia goldfarb
20650 whitecap
malibu, CA 90265
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Hod Gray
521 Arroyo Avenue
Santa Barbara, CA 93109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

barrie Avis
15321 Padres Street
Westminster, CA 92683
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roberta Kansteiner
190 Canyon Acres Dr
Laguna Beach, CA 92651
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dipa Suri
715 Hibernia Ct
Sunnyvale, CA 94087
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jude Todd
2655 Brommer St. #18
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Zoey Bothwell-Mitlitsky
1125 Canton Avenue
Livermore, CA 94550
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Please deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 
Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts 
to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put 
many communities directly in harm's way.  

1. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

2. The cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals must be 
examined as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed 
terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 
refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow 
it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands.

3. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, please soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 
spur.

Celia Kutcher
34681 Calle los Robles
Capistrano Beach, CA 92624
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Fredrick Seil
1 Twain Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Edward Barrall
5878 Allen Ave.
San Jose, CA 95123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gretchen Whisenand
1949 BELMONT CT
SANTA ROSA, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Helmer
23125 Dolorosa Street
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

I was a resident of the Nipomo mesa for twenty years, living about 2 miles 



from the plant.

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dennis Kish
35,22nd.st
Cayucos, CA 93430
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bruce Bennett
818 Reina Del Mar Ave
Pacifica, CA 94044
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joseph Gilbert
1037 N. Rice Rd.
Ojai, CA 93023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frank Lahorgue
12 Mount Susitna Court
San Rafael, CA 94903
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joseph Gilbert
1037 N. Rice Rd.
Ojai, CA 93023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bev Huntsberger
3030 El Nido Dr
Altadena, CA 91001
US
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Please respond to theresaperryPlease respond to theresaperryPlease respond to theresaperryPlease respond to theresaperry

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Theresa Perry
10480 Sunland Bl
Sunland, CA 91040
US
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Please respond to alicemarykellyPlease respond to alicemarykellyPlease respond to alicemarykellyPlease respond to alicemarykelly

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alice Kelly
6493 Cooper St.
Felton, CA 95018
US
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Please respond to headhuntPlease respond to headhuntPlease respond to headhuntPlease respond to headhunt

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Ross
235 Mountainview Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Winnafred Smith
4370 Faulkner Dr.
Fremont, CA 94536
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Madeline Wright
6727 W 87th Place
Los Angeles, CA 90045
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bruce England
328 Whisman Station Drive
Mountain View, CA 94043
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lupe Anguiano
1031 Kumquat Place
Oxnard, CA 93036
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cynthia Romer
c/o 214 Grant Ave, #325
san francisco, CA 94108
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ardis Jackson
320 Napa Ave.
Rodeo, CA 94572
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Athena Lake
25556 La Mirada St
Laguna Hills, CA 92653
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

WILLIAM O'HARE
90 Pinehaven Dr
Daly City, CA 94015
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

CARLA DAVIS
777 MEADOWSWEET DR
CORTE MADERA, CA 94925
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephanie Walker
638 Los Ninos Way
Los Altos, CA 94022
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

joan wager
109 cragmont aveune
berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kay Dillon
654 33rd Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94121
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Pielke
1589 Webster Ave.
Claremont, CA 91711
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Bill VartnawBill VartnawBill VartnawBill Vartnaw         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:44 AM

Please respond to taureanhornPlease respond to taureanhornPlease respond to taureanhornPlease respond to taureanhorn

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bill Vartnaw
55 Mcnear Avenue
Petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Doris Nelson
3218 Coolidge Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Add my voice to 1000s writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed 
oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar 
sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader 
addressing climate change, and these trains will put our communities directly 
in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cecilia Maida
3840 Market Court
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Evelyn TrevethanEvelyn TrevethanEvelyn TrevethanEvelyn Trevethan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:43 AM

Please respond to ejtrevethanPlease respond to ejtrevethanPlease respond to ejtrevethanPlease respond to ejtrevethan

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Evelyn Trevethan
238 Lakeview
Napa, CA 94559
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gillian Smith
1550 N. Fairfax Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kristen Monsell
6393 Colby St
Oakland, CA 94618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ivona Xiezopolski
25047 Oakridge Ct.
Hayward, CA 94541
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vasu Murti
30 Villanova Lane
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Arthur Alenik
via Sacramento
Capistrano Beach, CA 92624
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lynn zuazo
25885 Trabuco rd #298
Lake Forest, CA 92630
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gregg Holzer
140 Theodor Lane
Sonoma, CA 94903
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jennifer Irani
3201 Broad St. Unit B
Newport Beach, CA 92663
US
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Please respond to amoseatonPlease respond to amoseatonPlease respond to amoseatonPlease respond to amoseaton

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

M. Eaton
Chandler st
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gary Kuehn
21228 Simay Lane
Newhall, CA 91321
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Beverly Jennings
602 Chestnut St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mario Salgado
1392 N. Schooner Lane
Anaheim, CA 92801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carlton Keppelman
p.o. box 22578
Carmel, CA 93922
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vickie Chandler
1640 Canna Ln
San Jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

K Lucas
10110 Margo Ln
Westminsrter, CA 92683
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tiffany Ruiz-Murillo
2508 n naomi st apt f
Burbank, CA 91504
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

K. Oberle
200 Caldecott Ln Unit 314
Oakland, CA 94618
US
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Please respond to jmvvdvPlease respond to jmvvdvPlease respond to jmvvdvPlease respond to jmvvdv

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jorge Velez
753 Goodwin Av
San Jose, CA 95128
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to traigaPlease respond to traigaPlease respond to traigaPlease respond to traiga

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Dragavon
1295 Church Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
US
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Please respond to carolPlease respond to carolPlease respond to carolPlease respond to carol ....pattonpattonpattonpatton

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Patton
321 Rugby Ave.
Kensington, CA 94708
US
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Please respond to ternahanPlease respond to ternahanPlease respond to ternahanPlease respond to ternahan

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

patricia ternahan
5835 colton blvd
oakland, CA 94611
US
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Please respond to mondopwrPlease respond to mondopwrPlease respond to mondopwrPlease respond to mondopwr

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Armando A. Garcia
16710 Orange Ave Unit F35
Paramount, CA 90723
US
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Please respond to gabyPlease respond to gabyPlease respond to gabyPlease respond to gaby

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gabriella Turek
112  N. Michigan Ave #12
Pasadena, CA 91106
US
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Please respond to moventricePlease respond to moventricePlease respond to moventricePlease respond to moventrice

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Monica Ventrice
10002 Pescadero Creek Rd
Loma Mar, CA 94021
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Evelyn Greenwald
3428 SEQUOIA DR
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Please respond to ElinaHsiaoPlease respond to ElinaHsiaoPlease respond to ElinaHsiaoPlease respond to ElinaHsiao

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Y. Tseng
1471 Bradshawe Ave.
Monterey Park, CA 91754
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kim O'Bryan
P. O. Box 5411
San Luis Obispo, CA 93403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jan Rein
2704 E street
Sacramento, CA 95816
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

claudia melteff
214 alta mesa drive
south san francisco, CA 94080
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Keats
630 Miramonte Dr.
Santa Barbara, CA 93109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mar Buck
410 Paseo Ganso
San Clemente, CA 92672
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

THERE IS JUST NO REASON WHY WE IN CALIFORNIA SHOULD HAVE TO SUFFER IN ANYWAY 
TO MAKE PROFITS FOR PHILLIPS 66.  THESE BIG OIL COMPANIES NEVER TAKE 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE DAMAGE THEY CAUSE THEY JUST TAKE THE MONEY AND RUN. 
PLEASE "NO" TO THE PHILLIPS 66 RAIL EXPANSION IN SANTA MARIA.

diane olsoon
521 montana ave. #305
santa monica, CA 90403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Lozano
1515 Hearst ave.
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elaine Genasci
462 Chorro Street
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jordan Diggs
6440 Hazel Circle
Simi Valley, CA 93063
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Virginia VolkVirginia VolkVirginia VolkVirginia Volk ----AndersonAndersonAndersonAnderson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:36 AM

Please respond to vandervPlease respond to vandervPlease respond to vandervPlease respond to vanderv

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Virginia Volk-Anderson
1408 La Sierra Drive
Sacramento, CA 95864
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Matthew Nasser
1920 Violet Street #202
Los Angeles, CA 90021
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lynn Shauinger
941 Oak St
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lala Stanley
567 Corbett Ave
San Francisco, CA 94114
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

kathy bilicke
1550 sunset plaza dr
los angeles, CA 90069
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leah Zoller
1235 Parker St
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jamie Rosenblood
12235 Gorham Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90049
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide oand other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leslie Kneeland
2324 Gads Hill St
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Wollrich
10292 Marlaw Way
Elk Grove, CA 95757
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Raymond Marshall
20635 Spring Garden Road
Foresthill, CA 95631
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

michael rubinstein
1821 Oakden Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tim Butler
1520 Gough St. #505
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

terance tashiro
8036 westlawn avenue
los angeles, CA 90045
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pat Thompson
312 Berkeley Ave.
Roseville, CA 95678
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debra Triacca
455 Valley View Ave
Felton, CA 95018
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lindsay Mugglestone
3023 Deakin St.
Berkeley, CA 94705
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Frances AubreyFrances AubreyFrances AubreyFrances Aubrey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:33 AM

Please respond to francesaubreyPlease respond to francesaubreyPlease respond to francesaubreyPlease respond to francesaubrey

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frances Aubrey
764 Coventry Rd
Kensington, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Landon Neustadt
595 Winterhaven Way
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

As a Native Californian, I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the 
proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing 
tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global 
leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our communities 
directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I most strongly urge the San Luis Obispo County 
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 
proposed rail spur.

Rhoda Holabird
2244 Beverly Glen Pl.
Los Angeles, CA 90077
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nicole Gordon
Freeman Ave
La Crescenta, CA 91214
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christopher Vargas
20329 Elkwood St.
Winnetka, CA 91306
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thomas Savino
1020 N Parish Pl
Burbank, CA 91506
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Judith Smith
2712 Grande Vista Ave
Oakland, CA 94601
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michelle Davis
155 Lighthouse Way
Vacaville, CA 95688
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

sharon lacy
536 so. main st.
sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joanna Williams
2327 Webster St.
Berkeley, CA 94705
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Mark WeinbergerMark WeinbergerMark WeinbergerMark Weinberger         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:30 AM

Please respond to msweinbergerPlease respond to msweinbergerPlease respond to msweinbergerPlease respond to msweinberger

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Weinberger
391 28th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94121
US
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Please respond to distantthunderPlease respond to distantthunderPlease respond to distantthunderPlease respond to distantthunder 50505050

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Marchessault
4543 Bonny Doon rd.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ANN MARGUCCI
16845 GRESHAM  STREET
NORTHRIDGE, CALIFORNIA, CA 91343
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Arthur Chan
3727 Northridge Drive
Concord, CA 94518
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brent Riggs
1157 E. Hyde Park Blvd.
Inglewood, CA 90302
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rosalind Helfand
1956 N Beachwood Dr Apt 8
Los Angeles, CA 90068
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jim Domenico
400 43rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Chittenden
2930 Sacramento St.
San Francisco, CA 94115
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Adams
3165 Erle Rd
Marysville, CA 95901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ria Young
6312 Rainbow Dr
San Jose, CA 95129
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dr Randy Martin
17000 Ventura Blvd
Encino, CA 91316
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Penny Heintz
PO Box 362
Cedar Ridge, CA 95924
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Victoria Miller
15857 Moorpark Street
Encino, CA 91436
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Grace FosterGrace FosterGrace FosterGrace Foster         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:29 AM

Please respond to gracePlease respond to gracePlease respond to gracePlease respond to grace ....fosterfosterfosterfoster

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Grace Foster
507 South Fuller Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90036
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathryn Britton
3757 Vienna Drive
Aptos, CA 95003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lauren Van Gundy
353 S. Tustin, Apt. 218
Orange, CA 92866
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Matthew Reid
1311 Pine St
Calistoga, CA 94515
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

james baker
202 Vista Del Monte
Los Gatos, CA 95030
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tom Pitman
1913 1/2 Magnolia blvd.
Burbank, CA 91506
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

janet maker
925 malcolm av
Los Angeles, CA 90024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

K Rice
merriewood drive
oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Hollier
PO Box 3453
Crestline, CA 92325
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Crist-Whitzel
1330 Cabrillo Hwy N
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mohanan Pisharody
6018 Calle de Felice
San Jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Ellis
1290 Hopkins St Apt 37
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Phillip Randall
22549 Berdon Street
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and 
current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms 
first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of an oil 
train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 
and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident 
frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know 
that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four decades 
combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the increased 
quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

7. As policy, state and county officials MUST think long term, planning for 
less fossil-based industry and more solar and environmentally sound 



industries. Plan for creating jobs in those industries with products that 
increase the quality of life for our citizens. Think "outside the box." Reject 
any potentially destructive and toxic intrusions into California's precious 
wild lands, neighborhoods and water supplies.

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Hamilton
1526 Fordham Way
Mountain View, CA 94040
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Bennett
Santa Clara Rd.
Atascadero, CA 93422
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wayne Isham
320 Amador Ave
Ventura, CA 93004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

gordoon reed
101 scholz plaza #223
newport beach, CA 92663
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pattie Meade
421 Via Montego
San Clemente, CA 92672
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Diane Brazil
3178 Fowler Road
San Jose, CA 95135
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Giar-Ann Kung
930 N Stoneman Ave Apt C
Alhambra, CA 91801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lorca Hart
353 10th ave.
San Francisco, CA 94118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Melvin Taylor
6585 Calvine Road
Sacramento, CA 95823
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Richard Valencia
1570 West Colorado Bl
Pasadena, CA 91105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

JOHN HYDE
1118 DUTTON AVE
SAN LEANDRO, CA 94577
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jamaka Petzak
1222 Graynold Ave.
Glendale, CA 91202
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Ortiz
25 H Lane
Novato, CA 94945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mrs James Denison
6931 E. 11th St.
Long Beach, CA 90815
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Dawson
1055 Trinita Terrace
Davis, CA 95618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kevin Diggs
6440 Hazel Circle
Simi Valley, CA 93063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Melanie Moorehead
P.O. Box 1305
Santa Monica, CA 90406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

O. Bisogno Scotti
2266B S Figueroa St
Los Angeles, CA 90007
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

NORMA CAMPBELL
37 Decorah lane
Campbell, CA 95008
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katherine Crawford
1121 13th Street
Los Osos, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandra Anderson
12530 Martha Street
Valley Village, CA 91607
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nell Langford
871 Stratford
Pismo Beach, CA 93449
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brenda Haig
45   1/2   65th  Place
Long Beach, CA 90803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Eileen Brodie
804 Orange Grove Way
Folsom, CA 95630
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ann Seccombe
388 Sequoia Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ardis Jackson
320 Napa Ave.
Rodeo, CA 94572
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
William PerrenWilliam PerrenWilliam PerrenWilliam Perren         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:23 AM

Please respond to wperrenPlease respond to wperrenPlease respond to wperrenPlease respond to wperren

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

William Perren
510 The Village
Redondo Beach, CA 90277
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ellyn Sutton
P.O. Box 18754
Spokane, WA 99228
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathryn Fitzwater
33121 Southwind Ct.
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
paula mejiapaula mejiapaula mejiapaula mejia         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:23 AM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

paula mejia
17332 mount Stephen ave
santa clarita, CA 91387
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Engberg
5432 Canehill Ave.
Lakewood, CA 90713
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Matthew Coleman
3830 Harrison Street #201
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Evans
2024 Madison Ave
Altadena, CA 91001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ron Maertz
67 Primrose Way
Sacramento, CA 95819
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Simon
321 d anacapa st
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joan Zawaski
2883 MacArthur Blvd.
Oakland, CA 94602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Malcolm Groome
19688 Grandview
Topanga, CA 90290
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Orasio Gutierrez
1021 53rd street
Sacramento, CA 95819
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anna Thurman
870 Anson Street
Simi Valley, CA 93065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

William Combs
Wilbeam Ave.
Castro Valley, CA 94546
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kaylee Savage-Wright
517 Cedar St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Helene Whitson
1824 Arch Street
Berkeley, CA 94709
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Willard SimmsWillard SimmsWillard SimmsWillard Simms         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:21 AM

Please respond to willardsimPlease respond to willardsimPlease respond to willardsimPlease respond to willardsim

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Willard Simms
23369 Erwin St.
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Ota
1720 Broadway
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kenneth Spring
480 Marin Oaks Dr.
Novato, CA 94949
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Megan Quenzer
340 Clifton St.
Oakland, CA 94618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kevin Mulvey
1048 Aileen St.
Oakland, CA 94608
US
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Please respond to jimmsingerPlease respond to jimmsingerPlease respond to jimmsingerPlease respond to jimmsinger

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jim Singer
3715 Aurora Loop
Rocklin, CA 95677
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandra Cope
19191 Harvard Ave., #268D
Irvine, CA 92612
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mohammad Nazihi
540 Alcatraz Ave
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

mark harwood
5825 Costello Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Smernoff
316 Peninsula Avenue
Burlingame, CA 94010
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Theo Saunders
358 S. Highland Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leslie LeClere
12220 Tiara Street
Valley Village, CA 91607
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jennifer Robins
15212 NOTTINGHAM LN
HUNTINGTON BEACH, CA 92647
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Darlene Zavalney
1111 West 10th Street, Unit C
San Pedro, CA 90731
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jennifer bradley
1819 12th st
santa monica, CA 90404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Havassy
5940 Thornhill Drive
OKLAND, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Donna Lemongello
1606 L St.
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Denise Redden
13051 Lincoln Way Unit E
Auburn, CA 95603
USA
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

George Nauful
Salida del Sol Dr
Paso Robles, CA 93446
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I write to urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I strongly oppose to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders are untrained to deal with a disaster lurking in 
these train cars. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't 
adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates 
rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, 
omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 
This troubling and biased draft "evaluation" is misleading and 
(intentionally?) obfuscates the danger. More crude spilled from trains in 2013 
than during the past four decades combined. The EIR must include the recent 
data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 

4. The EIR has yet to analyze fully the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians. This is an unacceptable risk at any time and a criminal act 
during California's extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project, as the proposed terminal in 
Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in 
Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to 
refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 



to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. It does not offer a 
cumulative benefit to the people of California, but is instead a sell-out to 
corporate profits.

Ann Carranza
1330 Tulip Court
Healdsburg, CA 95448
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Cornelius
P.O. Box 163825
Sacramento, CA 95816
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
rita Gattorita Gattorita Gattorita Gatto         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:18 AM

Please respond to rmgattoPlease respond to rmgattoPlease respond to rmgattoPlease respond to rmgatto

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

rita Gatto
1803 Ladrillo Aisle
Irvine, CA 92606
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Trujillo
626 S Live Oak Drive
Anaheim, CA 92805
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Evette Andersen
10230 Ridgeview Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Ellis
1080 Redberry Place
Nipomo, CA 93444
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Claire Phillips
221 Wapello St
Altadena, CA 91001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roger Kohler
38 N Almaden Blvd Unit 1623
San Jose, CA 95110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

brett byers
310 hillside ave
piedmont, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marsha Malone
13228 Roswell Ave
Chino, CA 91710
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Theresa Vernon
2241 Grahn Drive
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bob Day
Box 316
Coloma, CA 95613
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jan Adams
269 Bartlett
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alan Reyes
10201 Woodbine St.
Los Angeles, CA 90034
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

darynne jessler
4408 gentry ave
valley village, CA 91607
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Salome Hawkins
6159 E Calle Pantano
Anaheim, CA 92807
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Norman Howel
1585 Valdez Way
Fremont, CA 94539
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anthony Castello
24214 Lema Drive
Valencia, CA 91355
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robin Johnson
Vineyard
Templeton, CA 93475
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laura Sanchez
400 Rancho Rd
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ray Goldberg
3800 Arbutus Ct.
Hayward, CA 94542
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Maret Ekner
South 5 th Street
Grover Beach, CA 93433
SE
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Please respond to earshotPlease respond to earshotPlease respond to earshotPlease respond to earshot 21212121

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

GEORGE BUDD
1463 S. SHERBOURNE DRIVE
LOS ANGELES, CA 90035
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

zahra kelly
4385 25t street
san francisco, CA 94114
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Bindas
2973 Mi Elana Circle
Walnut Creek, CA 94598
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Shanna Bennington
1907 190th St
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

George Smith
215 Danube Drive
aptos, CA 95003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nicolette van Sluis
912 marco
Venice, CA 90291
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Matt LunnMatt LunnMatt LunnMatt Lunn         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:15 AM

Please respond to LunnPlease respond to LunnPlease respond to LunnPlease respond to Lunn 2414241424142414

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Matt Lunn
450 Lohrman Lane
Petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bonnie Steiger
1335 Clay St.
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Newman-Kuzel
3617 Glenfeliz Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90039
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

diana kliche
3351 ridge pk ct
Long Beach, CA 90804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tamara Paul
3773 Pacific Ave
Riverside, CA 92509
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

andrea weber
3955 la Cresenta
El sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bob Miller
1265 Pacific Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bryce Edmonds
135 S. La Brea Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mitchell Diamond
441 E Washington ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Miguel LinkMiguel LinkMiguel LinkMiguel Link         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:14 AM

Please respond to miguelPlease respond to miguelPlease respond to miguelPlease respond to miguel ....hhhh....linklinklinklink

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Miguel Link
2315 laurel pl
Newport Beach, CA 92663
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steven Sugarman
PO Box 923
Malibu, CA 90265
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kit Long
2134 Clay Street
Napa, CA 94559
US
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Please respond to feliciaPlease respond to feliciaPlease respond to feliciaPlease respond to felicia ....feingerschfeingerschfeingerschfeingersch

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Felicia Feingersch
557 43rd St
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Please respond to scottPlease respond to scottPlease respond to scottPlease respond to scott

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Scott Rubel
977 Montecito Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
US
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Please respond to patricialestzPlease respond to patricialestzPlease respond to patricialestzPlease respond to patricialestz

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Lestz
7301 vista del mar b107
Playa del Rey, CA 90293
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

henry rossbacher
1004 WOODSTOCK LANE
VENTURA, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Toy
6051 Ventura Canyon Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Grace
42121 Village 42
Camarillo, CA 93012
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
F HammerF HammerF HammerF Hammer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:14 AM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Please deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 
Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts 
to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our 
communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

F Hammer
1490 Chestnut St
San Francisco, CA 94123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Donna Bates
839eniston Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90005
US
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Please respond to amakonaduPlease respond to amakonaduPlease respond to amakonaduPlease respond to amakonadu

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Donna Bates
839eniston Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90005
US
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Please respond to mitchdsfPlease respond to mitchdsfPlease respond to mitchdsfPlease respond to mitchdsf

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

mitch dalition
350 broderick street 415
sf, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Irene Saurwein
1478 3rd st
Los Osos, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

George Grace
3864 clayton Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bob Miller
21316 de la Osa St
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Clover Catskill
1730 Glen Ct.
Pinole, CA 94564
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Mesesan
272 S. Feldner Rd
Orange, CA 92868
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Luben Stoilov
23 Meadow Drive
San Rafael, CA 94903
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Molly McEnerney
3246 Judy Lane
Lafayette, CA 94549
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

As a Professor Emeritus of Zoology and Environmental Science, I am writing to 
strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 
Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in Santa Maria just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thank you for your attention to my comments!

Glenn R Stewart, Ph.D.
4524 Briney Point Street
La Verne, CA 91750
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
rosemarie shishkinrosemarie shishkinrosemarie shishkinrosemarie shishkin         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:13 AM

Please respond to shishkinPlease respond to shishkinPlease respond to shishkinPlease respond to shishkin

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

rosemarie shishkin
411-44th ave
San Francisco, CA 94121
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Sandy LevineSandy LevineSandy LevineSandy Levine         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:13 AM

Please respond to sandylevinePlease respond to sandylevinePlease respond to sandylevinePlease respond to sandylevine

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandy Levine
974 North Holliston Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91104
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Richard MooreRichard MooreRichard MooreRichard Moore         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:13 AM

Please respond to richardjmPlease respond to richardjmPlease respond to richardjmPlease respond to richardjm

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Richard Moore
9440 Ross Station Rd.
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Ronald BoginRonald BoginRonald BoginRonald Bogin         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:12 AM

Please respond to boginPlease respond to boginPlease respond to boginPlease respond to bogin

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ronald Bogin
2605 Edwards Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jane LagasJane LagasJane LagasJane Lagas         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:12 AM

Please respond to jPlease respond to jPlease respond to jPlease respond to j ....lagaslagaslagaslagas

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jane Lagas
261 Wayne Ave
Oakland, CA 94606
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
K KaweckiK KaweckiK KaweckiK Kawecki         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:12 AM

Please respond to kackawPlease respond to kackawPlease respond to kackawPlease respond to kackaw

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

K Kawecki
Beechwood
Alta Loma, CA 91737
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
J LasahnJ LasahnJ LasahnJ Lasahn         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:12 AM

Please respond to jacquelinePlease respond to jacquelinePlease respond to jacquelinePlease respond to jacqueline

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

J Lasahn
808 Balra Drive
El Cerrito, CA 94530
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Ted BayerTed BayerTed BayerTed Bayer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:12 AM

Please respond to tbayerPlease respond to tbayerPlease respond to tbayerPlease respond to tbayer

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to DENY THE PROPOSED OIL-BY-RAIL PROJECT at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ted Bayer
8 Robertson Terrace
Mill Valley, CA 94941
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
David KemnitzerDavid KemnitzerDavid KemnitzerDavid Kemnitzer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:12 AM

Please respond to dkemnitzerPlease respond to dkemnitzerPlease respond to dkemnitzerPlease respond to dkemnitzer

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Kemnitzer
37 Croxton Ave.
Oakland, CA 94611
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to aussiedogPlease respond to aussiedogPlease respond to aussiedogPlease respond to aussiedog ....carpentercarpentercarpentercarpenter

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gary Carpenter
2707 belmont canyon rd
belmont, CA 94044
US
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Please respond to herwhoPlease respond to herwhoPlease respond to herwhoPlease respond to herwho

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leslie Edgerton
5008 University Drive
Santa Barbara, CA 93111
US
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Please respond to vbfeverPlease respond to vbfeverPlease respond to vbfeverPlease respond to vbfever 1111

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Craney
8101 Ellis Ave
Huntington Beach, CA 92646
US
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Please respond to gwisePlease respond to gwisePlease respond to gwisePlease respond to gwise 77777777

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

george I.
3 vista sierra
rsm, CA 92688
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Kline
4114 Ashbrook Circle
San Jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Snyder
335 Summit Place
Pt. Richmond, CA 94801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Francine Larstein
368 White Road
Watsonville, CA 95076
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Betti
3490 Coy Drive
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Richard Neffson
6353 San Benito Drive
Rohnert Park, CA 94928
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Valerie Love
1304 Monterey Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader.

On a more personal note, I live in the Los Angeles area and visit the Central 



Coast of California from time to time.  The Central Coast offers a beautiful 
respite from the madness of LA, and I cherish the peace and beauty of those 
visits.  All of that will be diminished by the proposed oil trains.  I imagine 
that others enjoy that aspect of the Central Coast as well and with their 
tourist dollars contribute to the local economy. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Klenner
23150 Collins Street
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Ennis
2912 Diamond Street #365
San Francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Rogers
16211 Downey Ave, Unit 129
Paramount,, CA 90723
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Edwards
2690 Mack Way
Woodland, CA 95776
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ruth Clifford
1505 DeRose Way, #94
San Jose, CA 95126
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am in Santa Maria very often.  I have grandchildren who live near there. 

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

KC Victor
1971 WestridgeRoad
Los Angeles, CA 90049
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Essex
1481 Lake Hills Dr.
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cynthia Cornell
P.O. Box 99
Mill Valley, CA 94942
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Victoria Spiers
2124 Mckinley Avenue
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marinell Daniel
4070 La Colina Rd
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

keefe nghe
1213 cardigan ave.
ventura, CA 93004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

CRISTA BIRGY
3940 Laurel Canyon Blvd.
Studio City, CA 91604
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mews Small
29100. 121st
Little rock, CA 93543
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Angela Orozco
1096 Fulton Street
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

A Grey
1123 Indiana St.
Vallejo, CA 94590
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am STRONGLY OPPOSED to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bernadine Deckard
1427 Delwood
Vallejo, CA 94591
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andrea Anaya
14802 Newport Ave.
Tustin, CA 92780
US
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Please respond to jjmcptrsPlease respond to jjmcptrsPlease respond to jjmcptrsPlease respond to jjmcptrs

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

J P
355 Granite Ave
Oakland, CA 95521
US
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Please respond to probyngregoryPlease respond to probyngregoryPlease respond to probyngregoryPlease respond to probyngregory

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

probyn gregory
10877 Deliban St
Tujunga, CA 91042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jordan Briskin
2850 Middlefield Road, Apt. 116
Palo Alto, CA 94306
US
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Please respond to bonniePlease respond to bonniePlease respond to bonniePlease respond to bonnie

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bonnie Ricca
372 Belmont Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kyle TePoel
699 County square dr #3
Ventura, CA 93003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ann Bein
2216 Overland Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Margie Borchers
401 e micheltorena
santa barbara, CA 93101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Monique Biglia
11244 Morrison street
North Hollywood, CA 91601
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steve Bradasich
17646 Lemarsh St.
Northridge, CA 91325
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to deedominguezPlease respond to deedominguezPlease respond to deedominguezPlease respond to deedominguez

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Delia Dominguez
981 N Virginia Ave
Covina, CA 91722
US
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Please respond to RogerPlease respond to RogerPlease respond to RogerPlease respond to Roger ....BlairBlairBlairBlair

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roger Blair
33140 Lake Oneida St
Fremont, CA 94555
US
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Please respond to sarahfrutigPlease respond to sarahfrutigPlease respond to sarahfrutigPlease respond to sarahfrutig

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah Frutig
8960 Woodale Ave.
Arleta, CA 91331
US
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Please respond to joPlease respond to joPlease respond to joPlease respond to jo

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

THIS IS A NO BRAINER:
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joanna Morgan
1843 El Camino de la Luz
Santa Barbara, CA 93109
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Pamela OlsonPamela OlsonPamela OlsonPamela Olson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to nicholasswPlease respond to nicholasswPlease respond to nicholasswPlease respond to nicholassw

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Pamela Olson
241 12th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94118
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

paul kelmenson
11150 Olympic Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Henry Weinberg
835 Puente Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
US
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Please respond to seenrobinsonPlease respond to seenrobinsonPlease respond to seenrobinsonPlease respond to seenrobinson

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Seen Robinson
933 Oyster St.
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lauren Matelski
2121 Glacier Dr, Apt 38
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brad Rae
24892 Rivendell Drive
Lake Forest, CA 92630
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ken Windrum
511 S. Serrano Ave., #405
Los Angeles, CA 90020
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
d sd sd sd s        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to colesPlease respond to colesPlease respond to colesPlease respond to coles 36151361513615136151

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

d s
124 main st
san francisco, CA 94105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

inge wagner
335 S Berendo St
Los Angeles, CA 90020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Travis Thumm
730 Hayes St
San Francisco, CA 94102
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Becker
14257 Roblar place
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paul Vesper
1601 Berkeley Way
Berkeley, CA 94703
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Chad ComeyChad ComeyChad ComeyChad Comey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to ChadtherocknrollerPlease respond to ChadtherocknrollerPlease respond to ChadtherocknrollerPlease respond to Chadtherocknroller

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chad Comey
1029 Via de la Paz
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Baldock
1330 Castro Court
Monterey, CA 93940
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Tomlinson
2776 18th Street
Sacramento, CA 95818
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marijeanne Sarraille
Declines 2 State
Pittsburg, CA 94565
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rev. Joe Futterer
122 Pueblo Ln
Topanga, CA 90290
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joanna Clark
32302 Alipaz St., Spc. 267
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tony Hicks
821 Royal Ann Lane
Concord, CA 94518
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 
increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.



Robert Applebaum
3229 Lake Albano Cir
San Jose, CA 95135
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Norman Aguilar
2220 Colorado Ave.
Santa Monica, CA 90404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Timothy Gilmore
930 Post St., #14
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Mahon
209 armentiers
Forestville, CA 95436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wayne Kastner
2240 Jeanette Place
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Manny Wong
563 Las Casas Ave
pacific palisades, CA 90272
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Shelley
Holly Hill Ln
Loomis, CA 95650
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anne Klein
700 East L St
Benicia, CA 94510
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jana Perinchief
3330 Arbor Way
Sacramento, CA 95821
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Salimbeni
23775 Via Astorga
Mission Viejo, CA 92691
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lorna Moore
2108 Las Canoas Rd.
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kai Ewert
702 Country Club Rd
Ojai, CA 93023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Amy Robinson
933 Oyster Street
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Drew Nettinga
16031 Gramercy Drive
San Leandro, CA 94578
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Weitz
2757 Best Ave.
Oakland, CA 94619
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Shadle
2449 West Ball Rd., Apt. 1
Anaheim, CA 92804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Salimbeni
23775 Via Astorga
Mission Viejo, CA 92691
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert S. Tinnon
4257 Freedom Dr. #702
Calabasas, CA 91302
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Kennington
2258 Beverly Glen Place
Los Angeles, CA 90077
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Rego
3161 Sonoma Valley Dr
Fairfield, CA 94534
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

heather wilber
50 via vinca
santa cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christine Keith
2527 McGee Avenue
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joann Bergmann
2950 Motor Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Joyce JenkinsJoyce JenkinsJoyce JenkinsJoyce Jenkins         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:05 AM

Please respond to editorPlease respond to editorPlease respond to editorPlease respond to editor

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joyce Jenkins
1450 4th Street
Berkeley, CA 94710
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Robert KrikourianRobert KrikourianRobert KrikourianRobert Krikourian         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:05 AM

Please respond to krikourPlease respond to krikourPlease respond to krikourPlease respond to krikour

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Krikourian
4100 Milano Ct
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
martyn phillipsmartyn phillipsmartyn phillipsmartyn phillips         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:05 AM

Please respond to martynPlease respond to martynPlease respond to martynPlease respond to martyn ....phillipsphillipsphillipsphillips

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

martyn phillips
2280 hecker pass rd
gilroy, CA 95020
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Victoria ShoemakerVictoria ShoemakerVictoria ShoemakerVictoria Shoemaker         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:05 AM

Please respond to victoriaPlease respond to victoriaPlease respond to victoriaPlease respond to victoria

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Victoria Shoemaker
1107 Rose Ave.
Oakland, CA 94611
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Shoshana WechslerShoshana WechslerShoshana WechslerShoshana Wechsler         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:05 AM

Please respond to swechsPlease respond to swechsPlease respond to swechsPlease respond to swechs

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I strongly urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 



Commission and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed 
rail spur.

Shoshana Wechsler
59 Kenyon Ave.
Kensington, CA 94708
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Georgia BrewerGeorgia BrewerGeorgia BrewerGeorgia Brewer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:05 AM

Please respond to georgiabrewerPlease respond to georgiabrewerPlease respond to georgiabrewerPlease respond to georgiabrewer

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Georgia Brewer
5518 Ventura Canyon Avenue
Sherman Oaks, CA 91401
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Manmeet ToorManmeet ToorManmeet ToorManmeet Toor         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:04 AM

Please respond to heymunnyPlease respond to heymunnyPlease respond to heymunnyPlease respond to heymunny

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Manmeet Toor
1030 Tiverton Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90024
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Rick HuyettRick HuyettRick HuyettRick Huyett         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:04 AM

Please respond to rickPlease respond to rickPlease respond to rickPlease respond to rick

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rick Huyett
21539 Jessie Way
Los Gatos, CA 95033
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Michael HendersonMichael HendersonMichael HendersonMichael Henderson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:04 AM

Please respond to michaelhendersonPlease respond to michaelhendersonPlease respond to michaelhendersonPlease respond to michaelhenderson

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Henderson
5352 Sisson Drive
Huntington Beach, CA 92649
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Bowers
341 36 Ave.
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lesley Spowart
25872 paseo real
Monterey, CA 93940
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Candace Rocha
2431 Altman St.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andree Armand
808 Crestmoore place
Venice, CA 90291
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tammy Davis
423 East 7th Street, Room 536
Los Angeles, CA 90014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brian Murphy
4856 Sylmar Ave.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Donna Jensen
13163 Fountain Park Drive
Playa Vista, CA 90094
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Delaney
285 N. Ventura ave unit 11
Ventura, CA 93001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Russ Ramirez
1798 Kenwood place
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carolyn Boodman
13280 El Dorado Dr., #189F
Seal Beach, CA 90740
UM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Catherine Jenkins
26481 Via Marina
Mission Viejo, CA 92691
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Razzaq Capra
1640 Poin
Los Angeles, CA 90046
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Wayne GibbWayne GibbWayne GibbWayne Gibb         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:03 AM

Please respond to wdgibbPlease respond to wdgibbPlease respond to wdgibbPlease respond to wdgibb

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wayne Gibb
8425 Spring Drive
Forestville, CA 95436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Barnett
14316 Pepperwood Drive
Penn Valley, CA 95946
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jessica Wolfe
699 Gravenstein Hwy North Apt 24
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ken Robertson
17734 Devonshire Street #3
Northridge, CA 91325
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gerald Stratman
4679 Warm Springs
Glen Ellen, CA 95442
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Rodger ReedRodger ReedRodger ReedRodger Reed         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:03 AM

Please respond to reedrodgerPlease respond to reedrodgerPlease respond to reedrodgerPlease respond to reedrodger

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rodger Reed
231 Kennebec Ave
Long Beach, CA 90803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steven Mandel MD
928 Harbor Crossing Lane
Marina del Rey, CA 90292
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Christine TrelaChristine TrelaChristine TrelaChristine Trela         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 11:03 AM

Please respond to cPlease respond to cPlease respond to cPlease respond to c ....trelatrelatrelatrela

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christine Trela
11555 Santa Gertrudes Ave. #168
Whittier, CA 90604
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ray Gordon
3020 Bridgeway -Suite #185
Sausalito, CA 94965
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brent Spencer
3214 Josie Avenue
Long Beach, CA 90808
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Claudia Schwartz
2558 Clay Street
San Francisco, CA 94115
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jeri pollock
590 Buena Loma St
Altadena, CA 91001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sara Templeton
1878 San Jose Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brad Rae
24892 Rivendell Drive
Lake Forest, CA 92630
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kahlei Light
7730 Lexington Ave. #205
West Hollywood, CA 90046
US
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Please respond to hhigsonPlease respond to hhigsonPlease respond to hhigsonPlease respond to hhigson

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Howard Higson
7765 Dos Palos Lane
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sheri Duren
909 S Knott Ave
Anaheim, CA 92804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debbie Williamson
935 14th Street
Marysville, CA 95901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alan Townsend
520 S. Van Ness Ave #281
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Essman
P. O. Box 1381
Healdsburg, CA 95448
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

rachelle henderson
2626 elizondo ave
simi valley, CA 93065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Henry Schlinger
708 Country Club Dr.
Burbank, CA 91501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Philo Caps
No Postal Mail
Santa Cruz, CA 95065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

susan hughes
330 stevely ave
long beach, CA 90808
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bitsa Burger
PO Box 995
Novato, CA 94948
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janice Vrmeer
4915 San Francisco St.
Rocklin, CA 95677
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathryn Santana
2218 High Mesa Dr
Bradbury, CA 91008
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

t c
g
mv, CA 94941
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Celine Nahas
6516 W. 85th Place
LA, CA 90045
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jon Dumbelton
8312 Canyon Oak Drive
Citrus Heights, CA 95610
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Deborah Clanton
21825 Arminta St.
Canoga park, CA 91304
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 
increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.



Andrew Frey
85 N Holliston Ave #12
Pasadena, CA 91106
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

chris wiley
382 stowell ave
sunnyvale, CA 94085
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
RRRR....    YamauchiYamauchiYamauchiYamauchi         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:59 AM

Please respond to ryyPlease respond to ryyPlease respond to ryyPlease respond to ryy

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

R. Yamauchi
4774 Topanga Canyon Blvd
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Chad JohnsonChad JohnsonChad JohnsonChad Johnson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:59 AM

Please respond to ckenjohnsonPlease respond to ckenjohnsonPlease respond to ckenjohnsonPlease respond to ckenjohnson

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chad Johnson
635 E 9th St Apt 19
Long Beach, CA 90813
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
wayne Sheridanwayne Sheridanwayne Sheridanwayne Sheridan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:59 AM

Please respond to waynePlease respond to waynePlease respond to waynePlease respond to wayne

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

wayne Sheridan
169 Custer Ave
San Francisco, CA 94124
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to johnduttonPlease respond to johnduttonPlease respond to johnduttonPlease respond to johndutton

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Dutton
3919 la Colina Rd.
Santa barbara, CA 93110
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to designPlease respond to designPlease respond to designPlease respond to design

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Grossman
PO Box 321
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
US
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Please respond to barbelyonPlease respond to barbelyonPlease respond to barbelyonPlease respond to barbelyon

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Lyon
P. O. Box 1175
Goleta, CA 93116
US
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Please respond to jeaniePlease respond to jeaniePlease respond to jeaniePlease respond to jeanie 22222222mmmm

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jean Merritt
5249 auckland avenue
north hollywood, CA 91601
US
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Please respond to chocolatemakerPlease respond to chocolatemakerPlease respond to chocolatemakerPlease respond to chocolatemaker

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cindy Tejeda
2732 Veteran ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064
US
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Please respond to debianePlease respond to debianePlease respond to debianePlease respond to debiane 3333

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debi Bergsma
15376 Rock
Fontana, CA 92336
US
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Please respond to marydePlease respond to marydePlease respond to marydePlease respond to maryde

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Dederer
1269 Hoover St. #1
Menlo Park, CA 94025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rossnina Dort
3000 Coconut Court
Antioch, CA 94509
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Liz Redwing
4712 Admiralty Way #536
Marina del Rey, CA 90292
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Erik Schnabel
229 Dore St.
San Francisco, CA 94103
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Robert WhitmoreRobert WhitmoreRobert WhitmoreRobert Whitmore         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:57 AM

Please respond to robrtlPlease respond to robrtlPlease respond to robrtlPlease respond to robrtl

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Whitmore
2155 Foxworthy Ave
San Jose, CA 95124
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jessica RamirezJessica RamirezJessica RamirezJessica Ramirez         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:57 AM

Please respond to devotchkaxPlease respond to devotchkaxPlease respond to devotchkaxPlease respond to devotchkax

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jessica Ramirez
6621 W. 86th Place
Westchester, CA 90045
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ross Heckmann
1214 Valencia Way
Arcadia, CA 91006
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

JOSEPH REEL
PO BOX 51066
PACIFIC GROVE, CA 93950
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Casey Dake
2297 Montrose Drive
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Ingrid HirthIngrid HirthIngrid HirthIngrid Hirth         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:57 AM

Please respond to ingridhirthPlease respond to ingridhirthPlease respond to ingridhirthPlease respond to ingridhirth

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ingrid Hirth
703 Timber Trail
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christina DiJulio
86 Tamalpais Road
Berkeley, CA 94708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Caryn Graves
1642 Curtis St.
Berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jon schroeder
45 laurelwood dr.
novato, CA 94949
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Echols
261 Hermosa Way
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joan and Paul Armer
1700 De Anza Blvd.
San Mateo, CA, CA 94403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mariano Svidler
517 29th Avenue
San Mateo, CA 94403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dr Wayne Aller
12045 Susan Drive
Granada Hills, CA 91344
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lynne Preston
638 Rhode Island St.
San Francisco, CA 94107
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Patton
427 Paco Dr.
Los Altos, CA 94024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Reback
1606 N. Avenue 55
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

J Angell
ponderosa rd
rescue, CA 95672
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anne Dugaw
385 Ogle Street #C
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katherine Falk
62 Entrada Ave
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debra Polansky
1415 Bald Hill Rd
Auburn, CA 95603
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julia Howlett
1055 N 2nd Street
San Jose, CA 95112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ARTHUR MANOOGIAN
128 w. mariposa
san clemente, CA 92672
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Diane Rooney
6420 Schmidt Lane
El Cerrito, CA 94530
US
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Please respond to benvalegaPlease respond to benvalegaPlease respond to benvalegaPlease respond to benvalega

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Benjamin Valega
8072 Briar Oaks Drive
San Ramon, CA 94582
US
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Please respond to LoralynPlease respond to LoralynPlease respond to LoralynPlease respond to Loralyn ....alicealicealicealice

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alice Thomas
4724 Madison Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95841
US
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Please respond to pzerzanPlease respond to pzerzanPlease respond to pzerzanPlease respond to pzerzan

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paula Zerzan
16912 falcon lane
Sonoma, CA 95476
US
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Please respond to melarmPlease respond to melarmPlease respond to melarmPlease respond to melarm

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Melodie Rammer
P.O. Box 4848
Carmel-by-the-Sea, CA 93921
US
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Please respond to carolynweinbergerPlease respond to carolynweinbergerPlease respond to carolynweinbergerPlease respond to carolynweinberger

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carolyn Weinberger
2844 Garber St.
Berkeley, CA 94705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Therese Hickey
1815 15th St
San Francisco, CA 94103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Noel Park
6715 El Rodeo Road
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 
increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.



Howard Cohen
3272 Cowper Street
Palo Alto, CA 94306
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

GARY JONES
2275 HUNTINGTON DRIVE
SAN MARINO, CA 91108
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Dorothea StephanDorothea StephanDorothea StephanDorothea Stephan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:54 AM

Please respond to dorotelPlease respond to dorotelPlease respond to dorotelPlease respond to dorotel

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dorothea Stephan
Deglwies 1
Winzer, ot 94577
DE



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to glewisPlease respond to glewisPlease respond to glewisPlease respond to glewis

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

George Lewis
1852 6th St.
Los Osos, CA 93402
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to southswellPlease respond to southswellPlease respond to southswellPlease respond to southswell

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dr. David Gilbertson
PO Box3355
Santa Barbara, CA 93130
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to sammaryePlease respond to sammaryePlease respond to sammaryePlease respond to sammarye

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sammarye Lewis
PO Bx 26331
San Jose, CA 95159
US
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Please respond to jlzimPlease respond to jlzimPlease respond to jlzimPlease respond to jlzim 33333333

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joanne Zimbler
3250 O'Neal Circle
Los angeles, CO 80301
US
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Please respond to jthumphrPlease respond to jthumphrPlease respond to jthumphrPlease respond to jthumphr

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tim Humphreys
1 Santa Cruz
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Please respond to melritterPlease respond to melritterPlease respond to melritterPlease respond to melritter

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Melissa Sunderland
3844 Sherview Dr
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
US
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Please respond to pearlbettyboopPlease respond to pearlbettyboopPlease respond to pearlbettyboopPlease respond to pearlbettyboop

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

pearl wheeler
915 e.Rio grande st #201
Pasadena, CA 91104
US
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Please respond to dgvanarsdalePlease respond to dgvanarsdalePlease respond to dgvanarsdalePlease respond to dgvanarsdale

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

D.G. van ARSDALE
117 park road 206
burlingame, CA 94010
US
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Please respond to rocksnfrPlease respond to rocksnfrPlease respond to rocksnfrPlease respond to rocksnfr

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gary Beckerman
3584 Pine Street
Santa Ynez, CA 93460
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

KATHLEEN KELLER
1348 ROCKLEDGE LN  APT 1
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94595
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marianne Bernstein
1335 Morro Street
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joan Andersson
1521 N Topanga Cyn
Topanga, CA 90290
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jim Clough
515 W. Harvard
Glendale, CA 91204
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

frederique joly
940 milwood ave
venice, CA 90291
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dylan Neubauer
2026 Back Ranch Rd.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lacey Levitt
11660 Church Street
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

William Gowern
830 E.Promenade Unit D
Azusa, CA 91702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

david warshauer
11848 dorothy st
los angeles, CA 90049
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alexander Vollmer
26 Narragansett Cove
San Rafael, CA 94901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marcia ???? Flannery
363 40th st.
oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Roxanne Dwyer
322 North Fourth Avenue
Arcadia, CA 91006
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Bordeaux
10646 Chiquita St.
Toluca Lake, CA 91602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Isaac
670 Sycamore Ct.
Livermore, CA 94551
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ria Tanz Kubota
671 El Cerro Drive
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jason LaBerge
115 Paradise Cove Rd
Malibu, CA 90265
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susi Higgins
611 N. Brand
Glendale, CA 91203
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
John DelgadoJohn DelgadoJohn DelgadoJohn Delgado         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:51 AM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Delgado
12100  Steffs Court
San Martin, CA 95046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Avellan
5439 Pondosa Avenue
San Gabriel, CA 91776
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Jeri IdsoJeri IdsoJeri IdsoJeri Idso         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:51 AM

Please respond to jidsoPlease respond to jidsoPlease respond to jidsoPlease respond to jidso

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeri Idso
729 Apgar St
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Guimarin
2088 Orestes Way
Campbell, CA 95008
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cynthia Lieurance
101 Parnassus Avenue #1
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Terri Fulton
2968 Croftdon Street
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Vic BostockVic BostockVic BostockVic Bostock         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 10:50 AM

Please respond to carePlease respond to carePlease respond to carePlease respond to care 4444animalsanimalsanimalsanimals

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vic Bostock
Cliveden Green
Altadena, CA 91001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rick Sparks
4634 Beck Avenue
Toluca Lake, CA 91602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Bortolin
330 Penn
El Segundo, CA 90245
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to redwdrnPlease respond to redwdrnPlease respond to redwdrnPlease respond to redwdrn

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Brodman
1231 Andrew Lane
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Please respond to rsparklePlease respond to rsparklePlease respond to rsparklePlease respond to rsparkle

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rick Sparks
4634 Beck Avenue
Toluca Lake, CA 91602
US
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Please respond to shusterPlease respond to shusterPlease respond to shusterPlease respond to shuster

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marguerite Shuster
675 Mount Wilson Trl.
Sierra Madre, CA 91024
US
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Please respond to gehresgaPlease respond to gehresgaPlease respond to gehresgaPlease respond to gehresga

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gretchen Gehres
1009 Norton St
San Mateo, CA 94401
US
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Please respond to trconroyPlease respond to trconroyPlease respond to trconroyPlease respond to trconroy

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thomas Conroy
1466 11th Street
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sybil Evans
737 Burnett Ave., Apt. 1
San Francisco, CA 94131
US
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Please respond to spillydPlease respond to spillydPlease respond to spillydPlease respond to spillyd

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dmitra Smith
27 Vallejo Avenue
Sonoma, CA 95476
US
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Please respond to trconroyPlease respond to trconroyPlease respond to trconroyPlease respond to trconroy

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thomas Conroy
1466 11th Street
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katharine Grantham
66 Taormina Lane
Ojai, CA 93023
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion !!!!
Jean LindgrenJean LindgrenJean LindgrenJean Lindgren         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 07:46 PM

Please respond to lindgrenPlease respond to lindgrenPlease respond to lindgrenPlease respond to lindgren ....bbbb8888

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to address climate change, and these old, unreliable trains 
will put our communities directly in substantial harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thanks for doing the right thing.

Jean Lindgren
389 Guerrero St
San Francisco, CA 94103
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion !!!!
CT BrossCT BrossCT BrossCT Bross         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 02:18 PM

Please respond to ctbisPlease respond to ctbisPlease respond to ctbisPlease respond to ctbis

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

CT Bross
Adak Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94597
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
Genevieve AltamiranoGenevieve AltamiranoGenevieve AltamiranoGenevieve Altamirano         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/17/2014 12:31 PM

Please respond to GenAltamiranoPlease respond to GenAltamiranoPlease respond to GenAltamiranoPlease respond to GenAltamirano

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Genevieve Altamirano
3860 Tracy Street
los Angeles, CA 90027
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Marilyn BrionesMarilyn BrionesMarilyn BrionesMarilyn Briones         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:11 PM

Please respond to marilynbrionesPlease respond to marilynbrionesPlease respond to marilynbrionesPlease respond to marilynbriones

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marilyn Briones
7703 Chantilly Dr.
Dublin, CA 94568
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Marilyn BrionesMarilyn BrionesMarilyn BrionesMarilyn Briones         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:11 PM

Please respond to marilynbrionesPlease respond to marilynbrionesPlease respond to marilynbrionesPlease respond to marilynbriones

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marilyn Briones
7703 Chantilly Dr.
Dublin, CA 94568
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Ella BaileyElla BaileyElla BaileyElla Bailey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to elzbaileyPlease respond to elzbaileyPlease respond to elzbaileyPlease respond to elzbailey

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ella Bailey
1612 7th
Los Osos, CA 93402
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Percy SevernPercy SevernPercy SevernPercy Severn         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to percyhsevernPlease respond to percyhsevernPlease respond to percyhsevernPlease respond to percyhsevern

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Percy Severn
1076 La Grange
Newbury Park, CA 91320
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Barbara HollerBarbara HollerBarbara HollerBarbara Holler         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to barbhollerPlease respond to barbhollerPlease respond to barbhollerPlease respond to barbholler

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barbara Holler
3275 NE Azalea St
Hillsboro, OR 97124
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to polishprincesspolishprincessPlease respond to polishprincesspolishprincessPlease respond to polishprincesspolishprincessPlease respond to polishprincesspolishprincess

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

The U. family
beth
east, PA 18020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Beth Chaney
1052 new hope rd
Galt, CA 95632
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

M. Starr
PO Box 1881
Fremont, CA 94538
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Franklin Kapustka
1539 SW 203rd Avenue
Aloha, OR 97003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

The U. family
beth
Easton, PA 18020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Annie Vas
PO Box 185
Los Alamitos, CA 90720
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Dadgar
4554 Wildcat Lane
Concord, CA 94521
USA
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah Milne
131 Embarcadero West #3114
Oakland, CA 94611
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Liam Flynn-Jambeck
673 31st St unit A
Oakland, CA 95609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

anet gee
po box 7432
northridge, CA 91327
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

The Canada tar sands are too toxic to ship or refine. The energy required to 
make it usable is too costly. Ditch the tar sands before they cause us 
irreparable harm.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 



are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Duncan Dow
716 36th Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94121
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Constance Malone
Head st
94132, CA 94132
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Catherine Loudis
219 Butterfield Rd
San Anselmo, CA 94960
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

KJ Linarez
5249 Manzanita
Carmichael, CA 95608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lois Cheesman
241 Temelec Circle
Sonoma, CA 95476
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Helen Rogers
PO Box 255393
Sacramento, CA 95865
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jessica Jean Posner
38530 Tierra Subida Ave
Palmdale, CA 93551
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jessica Jean Posner
38530 Tierra Subida Ave
Palmdale, CA 93551
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Grisel Puig-Snider
724 woodland dr
Los Osos, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Candace Hollis-Franklyn
146 Stewart Dr.
Tiburon, CA 94920
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

J.B. Picot
3048 16th St.
SF, CA 94103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mariela Haro
6433 Bertrand Ave.
Reseda, CA 91335
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

The U. family
beth
east, PA 18020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 

Statistically, the safety record for transportation of this sand tar crude 
during the past couple years has been irresponsible and tragic.  It is not a 
matter if "if" but rather "when."  Insurance companies cannot come close to 
covering an incident of derailments, explosions, burning of tar sands crude 
for two days and smoke damage to property and life.  The people say up front 
that they do not want safety responsibility shifted onto them at last 
minute--or at all!  Of course the people are against crude by rail.  It stinks 
and it is not healthy to have it in our communities.  I live within 1/2 mile 
of the Roseville Rail Yard. 

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 



facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Margaret Kaffka
6100 Wallwood Court
Citrus Heights, CA 85621
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joan Parrish
118 La Canada Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julie Beer
334 College Ave. Apt. E
Palo Alto, CA 94306
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

josie moss
240 cox rd
aptos, CA 95003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

isabella alasti
17231 Citron
Irvine, CA 92612
US
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Please respond to chollisfranklynPlease respond to chollisfranklynPlease respond to chollisfranklynPlease respond to chollisfranklyn

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Candace Hollis-Franklyn
146 Stewart Dr.
Tiburon, CA 94920
US
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Please respond to daragorelickPlease respond to daragorelickPlease respond to daragorelickPlease respond to daragorelick

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dara Gorelick
15414 Valerio Street
VAN NUYS, CA 91406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Warren Webber
350 E. 8th Ave. #21
Durango, CO 81301
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Please respond to ehomseyPlease respond to ehomseyPlease respond to ehomseyPlease respond to ehomsey

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ellen Homsey
466 Snuff Mill Lane
Hockessin, DE 19707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sylvie de Buzon
3110 S.Barrington avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jackie Bear
Colgate Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90048
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andrew Altamirano
1468 1/2 Fairbanks Pl.
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Douglas Johannes
9562 Lucerne St
Ventura, CA 93004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

gail hubbs
556 san telmo cir
newbury park, CA 91320
US
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Please respond to pmocinePlease respond to pmocinePlease respond to pmocinePlease respond to pmocine

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Peggy Mocine
401 Washington Ave
Richmond, CA 94801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

rebeca byerley
5042 n ivescrest ave
covin, CA 91724
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tina Pirazzi
Los Altos Ave
Long Beach, CA 90814
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gary Gregerson
328 Hyde St.
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tina Johnson
5452 Laurelton Avenue
Garden Grove, CA 92845
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christine Walker
7391 Palais Rd
Stanton, CA 90680
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jasmine Domingo
4317 Ish Dr.
Simi Valley, CA 93063
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

kim san
p.o.box 305
ojai, CA 93024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Hobbs
1724 Daphne Ave
Sacramento, CA 95864
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carlos Townsend
9189 La Barca Circle
Fountain Valley, CA 92708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joseph White
P.O. Box 262
Cool, CA 95614
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Seth Picker
PO Box 1252
Diamond Springs, CA 95619
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Cavanaugh
2621 Rockefeller Lane
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Caroline Fuentes
752 W. 24th street
San Pedro, CA 90731
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nritkaar Dhesi
California Street
Berkeley, CA 94703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Diana Cabcabin
PO Box 72243
Oakland, CA 94612
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Seeberg
21079 Waveview Drive
Topanga, CA 90290
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Minh Vo
1502 Pacific Coast Hwy
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Oneta Hammond
5194 Coonen Dr
Riverside, CA 92503
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Gallegos
2711 Boulder St
Los Angeles, CA 90033
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laura Kirton
588 Kingston Road
Belmon, CA 94002
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jolina Mitchell
13700 Marina Pointe Drive, Unit 1921
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jim Diaz
5274 Kunkel Drive
San Jose, CA 95124
US



REJECT OIL TRAIN EXPANSIONREJECT OIL TRAIN EXPANSIONREJECT OIL TRAIN EXPANSIONREJECT OIL TRAIN EXPANSION     !!!!!!!!!!!!    PROTECT OUR TOWNSPROTECT OUR TOWNSPROTECT OUR TOWNSPROTECT OUR TOWNS !!!!
Joan WeaverJoan WeaverJoan WeaverJoan Weaver         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to hoanswPlease respond to hoanswPlease respond to hoanswPlease respond to hoansw

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joan Weaver
22351 Mission Circle
Chatsworth, CA 91311
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Beverly Farr
359 Cambridge Driveq
Goleta, CA 93117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janet Nace
13215 Carrick St
Saratoga, CA 95070
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Clint Freeland
3042 Courtney drive
Santa Maria, CA 93455
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patty Flores
2315 Francisco Dr.
Newport Beach, CA 92660
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
SLO, the greenest, life promoting city in CA should not now be changed into a 
ultra-busy, greasy, oily environment for just money!! Money cannot buy 
everything, especially a new,beautiful planet!! Please ,think with your 
head-heart connection, not with your pants pocket.

Verla D. Walker
2442 E. Norma Ave.
West Covina, CA 91791
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alex Keir
6915 Vanalden Ave
Reseda, CA 91335
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jane Barbarow
4526 Tulip Ave
Oakland, CA 94619
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

dean weiss
woodley
encino, CA 91436
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Krista Gobby
603 W 11th St, B
Corona, CA 92882
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Iris Lubitz
191 E El Camino Real #205
Mountain View, CA 94040
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Liao
154 Lombard Street
San Francisco, CA 94111
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alan Carlton
2208 Pacific Ave,
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thomas Merrick
996 Lincoln Ave
San Jose, CA 95126
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Melissa Grush
725 Butterut Ct
Union City, CA 94587
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

courtney judd
4411 Crestwood way
Sacramento, CA 95822
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephanie Robertson
17646 Lemarsh St.
Northridge, CA 91325
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alison Taylor
9143 St Ives Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90069
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

C c
333 hwert str
la, CA 90002
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paul Goedinghaus
381 Mitchell Dr.
Los Oso, CA 93402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Ruger
6510 W 85th Place
Los Angeles, CA 90045
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jewnary Suy
2654 Glen Ferguson Cir.
San Jose, CA 95148
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carlotta Kidd
Diablo Oak Court
Sacramento, CA 95842
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Charlotte Nall
310 Oaklawn Ave.
South Pasadena, CA 91030
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Urmila Padmanabhan
42629 Queens Park Ct
Fremont, CA 94538
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debby Rising
2426 P St. #10
Sacramento, CA 95816
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Spindler
4301 Horner Street
Union City, CA 94587
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

julie sasaoka
1082 tilley cir
concord, CA 94518
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Petrilli
695 South Grand Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Josef Kasperovich
P. O. Box 14409
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Adan
4419 Rollingrock Way
Carmichael, CA 95608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Maryam Ilkhani
1021 Harbor Village Dr Apt F
Harbor City, CA 90710
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

MaryAnn Bomarito
3200 Melanie Road
Marina, CA 93933
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Donna Watson
2676 Stonecreek Dr.
Sacramento, CA 95833
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Charles Milkewicz
1244 Battery St.
Richmond, CA 94801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gemma Gelux
2929 Juniper St.
Fairfield, CA 94533
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Valerie Baldwin
234 Echo Lane
Portola Valley, CA 94028
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

N J Taylor
jewell Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ulrike Silkey
3810 Laguna
Oakland, CA 94602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kaili Brande
4521 Caledonia Way
Los Angeles, CA 90065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

mary rojeski
2603 3rd st
santa monica, CA 90405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Yefim Maizel
5025 Diamond Heights Boulevard
San Francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jerold Farver
25755 Deck Road
Escalon, CA 95320
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Colleen Nash
703 North 6th Street
Burbank, CA 91501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rachel Makool
2084 14th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

lisa rubin
6671 Sun Drive
c, CA 92647
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah Peck
220 San Andreas Ridge
Watsonville, CA 95076
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mindy Hairapetian
1750 w mountain st
Glendale, CA 91201
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Miss RJMiss RJMiss RJMiss RJ         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to rjPlease respond to rjPlease respond to rjPlease respond to rj ....missmissmissmiss

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Miss RJ
41
CA, CA 90002
US
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Please respond to yefimmaizelPlease respond to yefimmaizelPlease respond to yefimmaizelPlease respond to yefimmaizel

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Yefim Maizel
5025 Diamond Heights Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Katherine Wright
4 Titian
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.   I live in 
Sacramento's Central City and that puts me (and thousands of others here) 
directly in the blast zone.  I am utterly outraged at Phillips at San Luis 
Obispo County for even considering this and at a government that doesn't care 
enough about the lives of its citizens to even mandate safe rail cars.   

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public.  I 
don't even think there is a way to prepare for the kind of mass disaster that 
will happen if one of these trains explodes, it will simply gut the area where 
the explosion occurs and kill everyone and every species unfortunate enough to 
be there.  The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't 
adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates 
rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, 
omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 
This is troubling and deliberately disingenuous  because we know that more 
crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four decades combined. 
The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of 
crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons.   One hundred 
cars is the number talked about for Sacramento so six tank cars is a 
deliberate lie.  Such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, 
sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. It could kill hundreds of us.  

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.  People and 
animals should not have to get sick and die in order to transport a substance 
that needs to remain in the ground if we are to have a prayer of addressing 
global warming.  

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought or any 
time.  

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 



proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader or the 
desire of people everywhere for a livable planet.   

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.  
You have no right to put your own residents let alone the world (and I use 
world deliberately because of the impact on climate change) at this kind of 
risk so that Phillips can make yet more profit.  

Karen Jacques
1414 26th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Hillary Ostrow
5835 Hesperia Ave
Encino, CA 91316
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Iris Lubitz
191 E El Camino Real #205
Mountain View, CA 94040
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kat White
20823 Beslhire Ave
Lakewood, CA 90715
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Miranda Mendoza
700 Madison Street
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Poulios
2365 Union Street
San Francisco, CA 94123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thomas friedman
11500 Dolan Ave.apt. 114
Downeyd, CA 90241
US
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Please respond to kmfukudaPlease respond to kmfukudaPlease respond to kmfukudaPlease respond to kmfukuda

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kristina Fukuda-Schmid
11250 Garfield Ave.
Culver City, CA 90230
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

philip mertz
5332 bryant av
Oakland, CA 94618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rick Edmondson
638 Sheri Lane
Danville, CA 94526
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christy Schilling
1415 Idlewood Road
Glendale, CA 91202
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

rudy zeller
1343 peralta ave.
berkeley, CA 94702
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Rush
131 Warbler Lane
Brisbane, CA 94005
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andrew Thibodeaux
25518 Via Ventana
Valencia, CA 91381
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

This is a disaster waiting to happen and it will happen! Reject the proposal 
now. 

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 



simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marie Maschal
2606 Dorking Place
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Schlegel
110 calle de Quien sabe
Carmel valley, CA 93924
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Richard Lee
6857 Paradise rd
Salinas, CA 93907
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Samantha Turner
POB 459
Knightsen, CA 94548
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kristina Tenerowicz
3450 Lucas Court
Kelseyville, CA 95451
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joe Macias
1283 Sunny Ct.
San Jose, CA 95116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rochelle Hunter
929 corrigan ave
santa ana, CA 92706
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marilyn Grush
405 Rancho Arroyo Parkway
Fremont, CA 94536
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linsey Betts
Tenth st
Claremont, CA 91711
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sony Trieu
7233 Donna Avenue
Reseda, CA 91335
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gerald McKelvey
1830 E Yosemite Ave Spc 196
Manteca, CA 95336
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Eva Malhotra
Sturtevant
Sierra Madre, CA 91024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stephen Rosenthal
242 Ripley St.
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Margaret Vickers
2388 40th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jon Steenhoven
1118 Valerie Way
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Wendy Monterrosa
Po box 1409
Covina, CA 91722
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Martinez
P.O. Box23
Woodacre, CA 94973
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marisa Strange
3124 E. 1st Street
Long Beach, CA 90803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Aruna Prabhala
2651 Cowan Way
Livermore, CA 94550
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ann Peck
Po Box 33034
Los Gatos, CA 95031
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ai Shrex
4813 Goliad Cir
Simi Valley, CA 93065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julia Frisk
1368 Night Heron Street
Plumas Lake, CA 95961
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Kat WhiteKat WhiteKat WhiteKat White         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to wolfnrgPlease respond to wolfnrgPlease respond to wolfnrgPlease respond to wolfnrg

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kat White
20823 Beslhire Ave
Lakewood, CA 90715
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dani Pen
933 Hough
Lafayette, CA 94549
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

s O'Neill
1701 hopkins st
berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dani Pen
933 Hough
Lafayette, CA 94549
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Yefim Maizel
5025 Diamond Heights Boulevard
San Francisco, CA 94131
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
James WagnerJames WagnerJames WagnerJames Wagner         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to jameswagnerPlease respond to jameswagnerPlease respond to jameswagnerPlease respond to jameswagner ____sbsbsbsb

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Wagner
3520 Santa Maria Ln
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Martha Dingilian
1257 Ferrelo Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

SUZANNE DORMAN
7020 Stocker Way
Sacramento, CA 95828
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in towns along the rail route just aren't prepared 
for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect 
the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't 
adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates 
rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, 
omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. 
This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 
than during the past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, 
which reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and 
unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

7.  To address climate change, the United States must reduce its independence 



to petroleum, and start moving toward clean energy.  The tar sands project 
only reinforces our dependence on oil and gasoline, and delays greenhouse gas 
reductions.

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laura Young
PO Box 702
La Honda, CA 94020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Taylor Ingram
4101 W 133rd St Apt B
Hawthorne, CA 90250
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

kevin slauson
2808 central avenue
alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeff Abare
4916 Gastman Way
Fair Oaks, CA 95628
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joshua Krasnoff
227 Prospect St.
Oak View, CA 93022
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cierna Ritts
11301 Euclid St Spc 129
Garden Grove, CA 92840
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert DiGiovanni Jr.
481 Watson st. # 3
Montetey, CA 93940
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anna Nichols
2742 Cabrillo Ave
Torrance, CA 90501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Schaechtel
P.O. Box 3203
San Luis bispo, CA 93403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary Martin
363 High St.
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

stephanie gale
Woodman Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Lyon
1334 19th. St.  #4
Santa Monica, CA 90404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lynette Ridder
4822 Eagle away
Concord, CA 94521
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ted Fishman
790 Villa Teresa Way
San Jose, CA 95123
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1. I live right next to a rail that would be used to transport crude oil. I am 
afraid that crude transport will harm me and those I love through increased 
emissions, and, possibly, by a deadly oil spill. 

2. Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

3. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

4. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

5. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

6. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

7. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 



are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nicholas Whipps
6399 Christie Ave.
Emeryville, CA 94608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leslie Swanson
Grand
Alhabra, CA 91801
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

MELINA PARIS
645 Pacific Ave #207
Long Beach, CA 90802
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
julie stinchcombjulie stinchcombjulie stinchcombjulie stinchcomb         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:08 AM

Please respond to juliestinchcombPlease respond to juliestinchcombPlease respond to juliestinchcombPlease respond to juliestinchcomb

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

julie stinchcomb
2025 starboard way
roseville, CA 95678
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mira Sendan
5778 Robinhood Dr.
El Sobrante, CA 94803
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

john golding
3706 quigley
oakland, CA 94619
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Josef Kasperovich
P. O. Box 14409
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Candace Rocha
2431 Altman St.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Toni Moore
1631 N Allen Ave
Pasadena, CA 91104
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Foley
2260 W. Lincoln Ave
Anaheim, CA 92801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Fred Granlund
34 W. Fiesta Green
Port Hueneme, CA 93041
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chuck hendrickson
2020 rodney drive
la, CA 90027
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lauren Meredith
887 28th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Francie Bradasich
17646 Lemarsh St.
Northridge, CA 91325
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dr. Kelly Dunn
Glenwood
Aliso, CA 92656
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Suzanne Menne
265 Geneive Circle
Camarillo, CA 93010
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kristine Andarmani
19616 Ladera Ct.
Saratoga, CO 95070
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

jeremy trimm
1024 Foley Court
Vacaville, CA 95688
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susie Barton
2360 Ohara Court
San Jose, CA 95133
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Claudia Blanco
4943 silvercrek
fairfield, CA 94534
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Rodney Laderas
1043 Bay St
SANTA MONICA, CA 90405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nick Moidja
11768 South Carson Way
Gold River, CA 95670
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Janelle Chase
1888 San Jose Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Pedone
2504 Topaz Drive
NOVATO, CA 94945
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cristine Maize
34052 Doheny Park Rd #146
Capo Beach, CA 92624
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Misquez
4151 Deland Ave.
Pico Rivera, CA 90660
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nona Weiner
14238 Lucian Ave
San Jose, CA 95127
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jan Galt
33 Webster
Oakland, CA 94609
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Deborah Marks
Helena Dr.
Sunnyvale, CA 94087
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

EDUCATE YOURSELVES,PLEASE!    I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the 
proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing 
tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global 
leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our communities 
directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Heather Brophy
1270 Kenwood Rd.
Santa Barbara, CA 93109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lynn Feinerman
not app
not app, CA 94942
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Terrie Allen
400 N Los Robles
Pasadena, CA 91101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ginny Nichols
225 Avery Lane
Los Gatos, CA 95032
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Keli Hendricks
3200 Fedrick Ranch Road
Petaluma,, CA 94954
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Briere
25769 Olivas Park Road
Valencia, CA 91355
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

L B Nelson
PO Box 1954
Morgan Hill, CA 95038
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mortimer Glasgal
1501 Santa Barbara St. Apt. E
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Phyllis Gifford
6553 Capulet St
Rio Linda, CA 95673
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ramon Sandoval
37204 95th st east
Littlerock, CA 93543
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frederick Samuels
1815 Vine St
Paso Robles, CA 93446
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jim Leske
6511 Clybourn Ave
NoHo, CA 91606
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Sodervick
2791 16th Street #55
San Francisco, CA 94103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

7. Did you know that more and more tracks are being tied up by oil trains, and 



that more and more Amtrak trains are now late because of the tracks being tied 
up in this way?. If we are truly to stop global warming we should be 
facilitating efficient excellent public transportation instead of throwing 
more and more obstacles in its way. We must stop tar sands oil by all means 
possible. Please do your part.

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Helen Londe, MD
6049 Monterey Ave.
Richmond, CA 94805
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Pinzon
11237 lucerne ave
culver city, CA 90230
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michele Flom
261 Hermosa Way
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia O'Luanaigh
742 TreatAve.
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alicia Kern
27225 Sunnyridge Road
Palos Verdes Peninsula, CA 90274
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michelle van Asten
7585 Ashford Way
Dublin, CA 94568
US
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Please respond to lubigramPlease respond to lubigramPlease respond to lubigramPlease respond to lubigram

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ken lubas
18139 Erik Court #255
canyon country, CA 91387
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

laura cook
540 30th ave
santa cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

michael levitt
2520 Ryan Rd Apt 12
Concord, CA 94518
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

caryl pearson
p.o. box 7825
Santa cruz, CA 95061
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sharon Ponsford
12111 Henno Road
Glen Ellen, CA 95442
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nina Berry
7317 Hawthorn Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90046
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Margaret Adachi
1230 Acacia Avenue
Glendale, CA 91205
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Heather Berk
18124 Wood Barn Ln
Fountain Valley, CA 92708
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kevin Patterson
1550 Sunny Ct.
Walnut Creek, CA 94595
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anne Marie Lebas
1060 g Los Gamos
San Rafael, CA 94903
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Caryn Cowin
317 Monterey Road Apt. 15
South Pasadena, CA 91030
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

mary theresa martini
15083 kingsford ave.
adelanto, CA 92301
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sara Meghrouni
1252 5th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leah Imwalle
2714 Wallace ST.
Santa Clara, CA 95051
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Craig Hutton
2554 Hyler Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90041
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Shea Harvey
770 Lincoln Ave. #79
Napa, CA 94558
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ngoc Sopha
222 E South St Apt 3
Long Beach, CA 90805
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Penny Potter
2635 Portola Dr. #2
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mary McAuliffe
6051 Selma Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90028
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

N Fox
Merced
Berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

paula pruner
coldwater canyon
north hollywood, CA 91605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alison Massa
564 Stone Drive
Novato, CA 94947
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

chris laraway
820 ashbury st
san francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sara Caspi
10923 Progress CT # 335
Rancho Cardova, CA 95741
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Andrea Hilario
16102 Main St
La Puente, CA 91744
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

William Bahr
2415 Castilian Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90068
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Melissa Katterson
P O Box 253
South Heights, PA 15081
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Amber Tidwell
2420 1/2 N. Beachwood Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90068
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susanb Croissant
120 Perkins Avenue
Vallejo, CA 94590
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Charlotte Vardan
1418 N. Tamarind Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90028
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Noelle Santamaria
600 Hawthorne St
Glendale, CA 91204
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Eichenholtz
5129 tehama ave
Richmond, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Billie King
618 Woodgreen Way
Nipomo, CA 93444
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Monica ekblaf
6145 Colgate ave
LA, CA 90036
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dolores Negrete
622 S. Wall Street
Los Angeles, CA 90014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Kelleher
100 E. Laurel Ave.
Sierra Madre, CA 91025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Faye Antaky
260 Caldecott Ln #121
Oakland, CA 94618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Samuel Ramos
1951Clearview Dr.
Hollister, CA, CA 95023
UM
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 
 
7. Finally, my home town, Davis, is very small and everything, including the 



University, is VERY close to the tracks. Think of all the young people exposed 
to pollution and the possibility of a holocaust at that close range not to 
mention . We should be making an effort to find safe new methods of energy 
production, not beating an almost dead, extremely dangerous "horse."

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 

Shirley Harned
1804 Pole Line Road
Davis, CA 95618
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gail Caswell
839 Post St. #208
San Francisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

tanya guchi
4570 Van Nuys Blvd #539
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Natalie Aharonian
7339 irvine ave
North Hollywood, CA 91605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Martin
6230 Chablis Dr
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Anna Kozlowski
8600 Vine Valley Drive
Sun Valley, CA 91352
US
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Please respond to siriusmedicinePlease respond to siriusmedicinePlease respond to siriusmedicinePlease respond to siriusmedicine

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cathie Serrletic
990 Geary  St. #401
SanFrancisco, CA 94109
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ynez Jackson
1219 E. 68th St.
Los Angeles, CA 90001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dana Dodge
36648 Magnolia Street
Newark, CA 94560
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Milton Cruz
5663 Fountain Ave. #2
Los Angeles, CA 90028
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ernie Mathews
74g Winfield st
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeannette Reina
PO Box 3812
San Luis Obispo, CA 93403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

--Emergency responders in most of California just aren't prepared for these 
heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. 
The draft EIR omits crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 
2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from 
trains in 2013 than during the past four decades combined. The EIR must look 
at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being 
transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

--The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. 
But most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons 
and such a spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive 
ecosystems, homes and local economies.

-- Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

--The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, 
stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

-- Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chris OMeara Dietrich
3358 Valley Forge Way
San Jose, CA 95117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Michener Jr.
1144 4th St.
San Rafael, CA 94901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ellen golden
835 n humboldt st
san mateo, CA 94401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

G L Caviglia
PO Box 1954
Morgan Hill, CA 95038
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Martin B Friedman
2441 Woolsey Street
Berkeley, CA 94705
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lillith Lascoue
520 N. Central Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Stewart-Oaten
167 Lyric Lane
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leonardo Zendejas
3116 16th Street #16
San Francisco, CA 94103
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dana Dodge
36648 Magnolia Street
Newark, CA 94560
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Devon KerbowDevon KerbowDevon KerbowDevon Kerbow         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to dvnkrbwPlease respond to dvnkrbwPlease respond to dvnkrbwPlease respond to dvnkrbw

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Devon Kerbow
5421 Trail St
Norco, CA 92860
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jack Coulehan
804 North Berlyn Avenue
Ontario, CA 91764
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lance Vilter
PO Box 26094
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frank Mognett
849 Higuera, Apt 323
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns     --------    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion !!!!
Valerie FaceValerie FaceValerie FaceValerie Face         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to vdfPlease respond to vdfPlease respond to vdfPlease respond to vdf

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Please deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 
Refinery.  Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts 
to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our 
communities directly in harm's way.

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public.  The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014.  This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined.  The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2.  The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude.  This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons!  Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, wildlife, 
homes and local economies.

3.  The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health.  In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4.  The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery.  The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast.  A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an absolutely unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5.  The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo.  Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6.  Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project.  At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader.

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thank you very much for your time and consideration.

Valerie Face
2371 Sutter Ave Apt 6
Santa Clara, CA 95050
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Kyle BrackenKyle BrackenKyle BrackenKyle Bracken         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to kylebrackenPlease respond to kylebrackenPlease respond to kylebrackenPlease respond to kylebracken

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kyle Bracken
12960 Greene Ave. #1
Los Angeles, CA 90066
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
AnnAnnAnnAnn----Marie MurphyMarie MurphyMarie MurphyMarie Murphy         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to sgartistPlease respond to sgartistPlease respond to sgartistPlease respond to sgartist

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ann-Marie Murphy
1735 39th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Martin FrostMartin FrostMartin FrostMartin Frost         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to mePlease respond to mePlease respond to mePlease respond to me

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Martin Frost
555 Ferdinand Ave
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Deborah MorrisonDeborah MorrisonDeborah MorrisonDeborah Morrison         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to debsboxPlease respond to debsboxPlease respond to debsboxPlease respond to debsbox 2001200120012001

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Deborah Morrison
3717 Los Feliz Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90027
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Charlie KCharlie KCharlie KCharlie K         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to ckuttnerPlease respond to ckuttnerPlease respond to ckuttnerPlease respond to ckuttner

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Charlie K
17th St
San Francisco, CA 94114
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
James DalboraJames DalboraJames DalboraJames Dalbora         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to jdsactownPlease respond to jdsactownPlease respond to jdsactownPlease respond to jdsactown

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

James Dalbora
1304 Monterey Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94707
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Marlies LeeMarlies LeeMarlies LeeMarlies Lee         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to marliesleePlease respond to marliesleePlease respond to marliesleePlease respond to marlieslee

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marlies Lee
6941 Lenwood way
San Jose, CA 95120
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
mary westlundmary westlundmary westlundmary westlund         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to rockyPlease respond to rockyPlease respond to rockyPlease respond to rocky 5740574057405740

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

mary westlund
426 Pinehurst
Placentia, CA 92870
US
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Please respond to patrickkennedyPlease respond to patrickkennedyPlease respond to patrickkennedyPlease respond to patrickkennedy 369369369369

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patrick M. Kennedy
1287 59th St
Emeryville, CA 94608
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Denise East
10635 Johnson Avenue
Cupertino, CA 95014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Paloma Jacinto
Huntington dr. #28
Duarte, CA 91010
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Natalie Aharonian
7339 irvine ave
North Hollywood, CA 91605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joan Breiding
PO Box 170625
San Francisco, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nicole Fountain
590 Merritt Ave
Oakland, CA 94610
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Joan EasleyJoan EasleyJoan EasleyJoan Easley         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to joaneasleyPlease respond to joaneasleyPlease respond to joaneasleyPlease respond to joaneasley

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joan Easley
23015-1 del Valle
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vanesa Ferrari
1931 Via Veneto
Camarillo, CA 93010
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Park
172 W. Maude Ave.
Sunnyvale, CA 94085
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jacqueline Hyde
944 Delano St
San Lorenzo, CA 94580
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Candace Rocha
2431 Altman St.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Whitney
141 Pera Dr
Watsonville, CA 95076
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

REJECT OIL TRAIN EXPANSION.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Grant
4308 Alcove Avenue, Unit 104
Studio City, CA 91604
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I live very close to train tracks in Canyon Country, and I am writing to 
strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 
Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tariq Marshall
28939 Poppy Meadow St
Canyon Country, CA 91387
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Olympia Bravo
1027w buxton
Rialto, CA 92377
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth Foree
1878 great highway
San Francisco, CA 94122
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

s soo
Alameda
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

claudia mcdonagh
5057 August ct
castro valley, CA 94546
US
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Please respond to KvasPlease respond to KvasPlease respond to KvasPlease respond to Kvas 77777777

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brian Cox
306 rogers rd
Norristown, PA 19403
US
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Please respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapag

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Melania Padilla
CA street D268
Managua, ot 15034
NI



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Melania PadillaMelania PadillaMelania PadillaMelania Padilla         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 06:37 AM

Please respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapagPlease respond to melpadillapag

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Melania Padilla
CA street D268
Managua, ot 15034
NI



From: Dennis Brand <chachmonkey@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 07:09 PM 
Subject: Please Protect Our Towns, Reject Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately 
assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill 
rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014. This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being 
transported in old and unsafe tank cars. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude. This 
has to be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public health. In its 
latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and 
unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that 
increase risk of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 
 
4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds 
crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's 
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for 
millions of Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as 
a single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to 
the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most 
toxic crude oil on Earth: 
Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts 
of the proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar 
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with 
California's plans to be a climate leader. 
 
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
Dennis Brand 
222 S Branciforte Ave 
Santa Cruz, CA 95062 
US 
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From: Claire Chouinard <cchouinard9779@aol.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 01:33 PM 
Subject: Protect My Family, Home, and Our Towns, Reject Oil Train 
            Expansion 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
***** I live directly across the street from the train tracks on the sharpest turn along the coast, with my young 
family! 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately 
assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill 
rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014. This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being 
transported in old and unsafe tank cars. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude. This 
has to be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public health. In its 
latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and 
unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that 
increase risk of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 
 
4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds 
crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's 
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for 
millions of Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as 
a single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to 
the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most 
toxic crude oil on Earth: 
Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts 
of the proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar 
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with 
California's plans to be a climate leader. 
 
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
Claire Chouinard 
4260 Pacific Coast why 
Ventura, CA 93001 
US 
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From: Elissa DeHart <lissh3art@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/20/2014 11:22 PM 
Subject: From a Concerned Mother, Protect Our Towns, Reject Oil Train 
            Expansion 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and 
these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 
2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four decades combined. The EIR 
must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to 
be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest 
environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and unavoidable" 
levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 
 
4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en 
route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's central 
coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a 
single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude 
oil on Earth: 
Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts of the 
proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more 
carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with California's plans to be a 
climate leader. 
 
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to soundly 
reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
Elissa DeHart 
1505 El Camino Real Apt B 
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420 
US 
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From: William Gies <giesdesign@dccnet.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 08:57 PM 
Subject: Protect San Luis Obispo County, Reject Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.  Bringing tar sands to 
California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and the oil trains 
will put communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards 
won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disasters.  The draft omits crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014 where it is documented that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four decades 
combined.  The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being 
transported. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude.  I am 
informed that currently most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons.  A spill from 
large trains could devastate water, land, property, and economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions will accompany this project.  In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 admits that 
its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route 
associated risks to health. 
 
4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds 
crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route includes the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and the California's central coast. 
 
5. The project cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals must be considered as a single 
project -- not in isolation.  It is understood that Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to 
refine the toxic crude oil from the Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts 
of the proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar 
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with 
California's plans to be a climate leader. 
 
 
I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 
proposed "oil -by-rail". 
 
William Gies 
19110 Sunnyside Drive 
Saratoga, CA 95070 
US 
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From: Jed Holtzman <jed.holtzman@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 01:53 PM 
Subject: Put Constituent Safety over Corporate Profit -- Reject Oil 
            Train Expansion 
 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
Hello from your neighbor up north!  We share the same air, the same climate...and the same rail lines.  In that 
respect, I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader 
addressing climate change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 
2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four decades combined. The EIR 
must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to 
be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest 
environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and unavoidable" 
levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 
 
4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en 
route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's central 
coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a 
single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude 
oil on Earth: 
Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts of the 
proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more 
carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with California's plans to be a 
climate leader. 
 
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to soundly 
reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
Jed Holtzman 
847 Scott St. 
San Francisco, CA 94117 
US 
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From: "M.N. Johnson" <margaretnoe@hotmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/18/2014 03:26 AM 
Subject: Please Reject Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to ask you to deny the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery proposed oil-by-rail project. Bringing tar 
sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and 
these trains will put our local communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately 
assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill 
rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014. This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being 
transported in old and unsafe tank cars. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude. This 
has to be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public health. In its 
latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and 
unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that 
increase risk of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 
 
4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds 
crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's 
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for 
millions of Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought. More oil was spilled by these old 
and unsafe tanker cars last year than in the past four decades combined. 
 
5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as 
a single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to 
the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most 
toxic crude oil on Earth: 
Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts 
of the proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar 
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with 
California's plans to be a climate leader. 
 
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
M.N. Johnson 
2018 Montecito Drive 
Glendale, CA 91208 
US 
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From: Marjorie Koldinger <kolding@pacbell.net> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 02:35 PM 
Subject: Protect Our Towns, Reject Oil Train Expansion/I live in 
            Sacramento and no one seems to be acting here 
 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately 
assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill 
rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014. This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being 
transported in old and unsafe tank cars. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude. This 
has to be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public health. In its 
latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and 
unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that 
increase risk of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 
 
4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds 
crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's 
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for 
millions of Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as 
a single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to 
the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most 
toxic crude oil on Earth: 
Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts 
of the proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar 
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with 
California's plans to be a climate leader. 
 
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
Marjorie Koldinger 
1339  44th St 
sacramento, CA 95819 
US 
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From: Ro LoBianco <Zoolojest@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/23/2014 10:14 PM 
Subject: Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
It is imperative that you deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar 
sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 
2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four decades combined. The EIR 
must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to 
be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest 
environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and unavoidable" 
levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 
 
4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en 
route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's central 
coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a 
single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude 
oil on Earth: 
Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts of the 
proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more 
carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with California's plans to be a 
climate leader. 
 
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to soundly 
reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
Ro LoBianco 
PO Box 1024 
Benicia, CA 94510 
US 
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From: Ro LoBianco <Zoolojest@gmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 01:04 PM 
Subject: Proposed Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
It is critical that you deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar 
sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and 
these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately 
assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill 
rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 
2014. This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being 
transported in old and unsafe tank cars. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude. This 
has to be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public health. In its 
latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and 
unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that 
increase risk of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 
 
4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds 
crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's 
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for 
millions of Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as 
a single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to 
the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most 
toxic crude oil on Earth: 
Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts 
of the proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar 
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with 
California's plans to be a climate leader. 
 
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to 
soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
Ro LoBianco 
PO Box 1024 
Benicia, CA 94510 
US 
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From: Carl Russo <c_russo@hotmail.com> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/18/2014 10:21 AM 
Subject: Ban oil train expansion! 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and 
these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 
2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four decades combined. The EIR 
must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to 
be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest 
environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and unavoidable" 
levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 
 
4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en 
route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's central 
coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a 
single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude 
oil on Earth: 
Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts of the 
proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more 
carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with California's plans to be a 
climate leader. 
 
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to soundly 
reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
Carl Russo 
1965 Page Street, Apt. 303 
San Francisco, CA 94117 
US 
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From: Jeffrey Spencer <jeff@nilesdiscoverychurch.org> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/19/2014 04:27 PM 
Subject: Protect Your Town, Protect My Town: Reject Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands "oil" to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in Fremont (my city) just aren't prepared for these heavy. Even if given specific information 
about when and where these dangerous trains will travel through my city, our Fire Department (and other first 
responders) do not have the equipment to contain a major spill or fire. 
 
2.  Current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't 
adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 
2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude 
in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past 
four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being 
transported in old and unsafe tank cars. 
 
3. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to 
be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies all along the train routes. 
 
4. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest 
environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and unavoidable" 
levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 
 
5. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en 
route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's central 
coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk at any time and an exceedingly silly risk to take in this time of extreme drought. 
 
6. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a 
single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude 
oil on Earth: 
Canadian tar sands. 
 
7. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts of the 
proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more 
carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with California's plans to be a 
climate leader. 
 
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to soundly 
reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
Jeffrey Spencer 
PO Box 2265 
Fremont, CA 94536 
US 
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From: Rose Ann Witt <rawitt@verizon.net> 
To: p66-railspur-comments@co.slo.ca.us 
Date: 11/17/2014 11:44 AM 
Subject: Protect Our Towns & Families, No Oil Train Expansion 
 
 
 
 
Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors, 
 
I am writing as a concerned biologist and mother to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the 
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a global 
leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way. 
 
I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons: 
 
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety 
standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess 
the risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 
2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four decades combined. The EIR 
must look at recent data, which reflects the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars. 
 
2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to 
be an error because most crude trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill could 
devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and local economies. 
 
3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest 
environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and unavoidable" 
levels of air pollution along the rail route, with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death. 
 
4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en 
route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and along California's central 
coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought. 
 
5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a 
single project -- not in isolation -- since the proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude 
oil on Earth: 
Canadian tar sands. 
 
6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers fully understand the climate impacts of the 
proposed rail project. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more 
carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project simply incompatible with California's plans to be a 
climate leader. 
 
 
For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to soundly 
reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. 
 
Rose Ann Witt 
1282 Oak Grove Place 
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362 
US 
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Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Brenda GunnBrenda GunnBrenda GunnBrenda Gunn         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to brendaraygunnPlease respond to brendaraygunnPlease respond to brendaraygunnPlease respond to brendaraygunn

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brenda Gunn
PO Box 2541
Mill Valley, CA 94942
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Patricia RudnerPatricia RudnerPatricia RudnerPatricia Rudner         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to prudnerPlease respond to prudnerPlease respond to prudnerPlease respond to prudner

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Patricia Rudner
5080 Laurel Ave.
Cypress, CA 90630
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Sandra GarberSandra GarberSandra GarberSandra Garber         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to sanducgarbPlease respond to sanducgarbPlease respond to sanducgarbPlease respond to sanducgarb

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

Please deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria 
Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts 
to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our 
communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandra Garber
320 Smith Dr.
Petaluma, CA 94952
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

stephanie mcguire
741 s 3rd st, apt 1
san jose, CA 95112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandra Rimkeit
1003 Olive St
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julie Groscup
7112 Apricot Drive
Irvine, CA 926181
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

colleen chiang
88 n jackson ave unit 326
san jose, CA 95116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Neal Steiner
2706 Castle Heights Place
Los Angeles, CA 90034
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

neil illiano
38 ross road
sausalito, CA 94965
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lori Stayton
14717 valley vista
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Philip Patino
4732 Garrick Ave
Pico Rivera, CA 90660
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Barry Curran
3626 Jackson St #C
Riverside, CA 92503
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to STRONGLY URGE YOU TO DENIY THE PROPOSED OIL-BY-RAIL PROJECT at 
the PHILLIPS 66 SANTA MARIA REFINERY. Bringing tar sands to California WILL 
UNDERMINE our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I AM STRONGLY OPPOSED TO THIS PROJECT FOR SEVERAL REASONS:
1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors TO SOUNDLY STRONGLY REJECT THE Phillips 66 PROPOSED 



RAIL SPUR. 

Mark Feldman
137 Winchester Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

craig ryan
800 Hollywood Way
Burbank, CA 91505
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kelly McVey
109 S Kingsley St
Anaheim, CA 92806
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cynthia Vinney
4543 Emerald Way
Culver City, CA 90230
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Julian Lagos
128 Garces Drive
San Francisco, CA 94132
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bruce Burns
108 Westmoor Ct.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jim Yarbrough
574 Garfield Ave.
South Pasadena, CA 91030
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

I-Ching Lao
4225 Del Mar Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90029
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Monica Gan
770 Canyon Oaks Drive
Oakland, CA 94605
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lama Lane
2052 Newport Blvd #6-134
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jan Summers
2311 River Plaza Dr Apt 15a
Sacramento, CA 95833
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kyle Johnson
109 Karla way
Auburn, CA 95603
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Chris Greene
108 Kimberly Ct.
Arbuckle, CA 95912
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Aleta Wallach
355 25th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90402
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ann lavine
168 W. Lemon ave B
91016, CA 91016
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Fein
1128 W. MacArthur
San Pedro, CA 90732
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
David ZaccagninoDavid ZaccagninoDavid ZaccagninoDavid Zaccagnino         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to davezackgmacPlease respond to davezackgmacPlease respond to davezackgmacPlease respond to davezackgmac

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Zaccagnino
2133 Dublin Lane #1
Diamond Bar, CA 91765
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

*****As a resident of Roseville Ca I am writing to strongly urge you to deny 
the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 
Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a 
global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our 
communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cassidi Howell
717 Jo Anne ln
Roseville, CA 95678
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ellen Franzen
970 Jones Street
Berkeley, CA 94710
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Joanna Stiehl
3695 Mission St
San Francisco, CA 94110
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elizabeth reid
18316 Shannon ridge
canyon country, CA 91387
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brian Rutkin
3513 pacific ave
Marina del rey, CA 90293
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Biers
4565 Saltilo Street
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kirk White
381 turk st
sf, CA 94102
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Sharon HoganSharon HoganSharon HoganSharon Hogan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to ciesielskiPlease respond to ciesielskiPlease respond to ciesielskiPlease respond to ciesielski 01010101

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sharon Hogan
PO Box 6567
Alameda, CA 94501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Virginia Lee
PO Box 867
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

During a recent AMTRAK cross country trip my husband and I witnessed 1st hand 
the effects of the lack of governmental oversight of oil transportation in 
this country.  Not only was our trip  a very bad experience due to the 
priority given to the oil industry, but the small rural Midwest towns were at 
risk due to the speed and amazing numbers of Canadian/American oil cars which 
passed through.   Please at least here in California, exercise local controls 
so that we can remain a national example of a truly environmentally safe 
state.  This is why we have chosen to live here.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 



tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Georgann Wilmot
18765 Gold Creek Trail
Volcano, CA 95689
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Geoffrey DomanGeoffrey DomanGeoffrey DomanGeoffrey Doman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to gdomanPlease respond to gdomanPlease respond to gdomanPlease respond to gdoman 4603460346034603

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I hereby ask that you deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 
Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I do not favor the project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all those reasons, I ask the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Geoffrey Doman
13900 Cohasset Street
Van Nuys, CA 91405
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
peggy lunapeggy lunapeggy lunapeggy luna         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to peggyalunaPlease respond to peggyalunaPlease respond to peggyalunaPlease respond to peggyaluna

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

peggy luna
747 Ruth Drive
Pleasant Hill, Ca, CA 94523
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Nina SandhuNina SandhuNina SandhuNina Sandhu         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to nsandhuPlease respond to nsandhuPlease respond to nsandhuPlease respond to nsandhu 91919191

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nina Sandhu
5333 Swindon Road
Rocklin, CA 95765
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Elen GachesaElen GachesaElen GachesaElen Gachesa         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to trueromanticlifePlease respond to trueromanticlifePlease respond to trueromanticlifePlease respond to trueromanticlife

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

HISTORY WILL REMEMBER!  You must deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the 
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  OUR planet 
is dying and Canadian tar sands oil is the WORST polluting fuel.  Germany now 
produces more than HALF its power with clean energy.  America used to be a 
leader.  NOW it's completely owned by corrupt politicians who play lapdog to 
greedy, morally bankrupt corporations that destroy our planet and poison us.  
STOP the corruption!.  Say NO to wealthy foreign oil companies!

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 



stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Elen Gachesa
monticello rd
napa, CA 94558
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Dennis LandiDennis LandiDennis LandiDennis Landi         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to zipPlease respond to zipPlease respond to zipPlease respond to zip 90813908139081390813

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dennis Landi
946 Maine Ave.
Long Beach, CA 90813
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
T SherrillT SherrillT SherrillT Sherrill         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to stawnyPlease respond to stawnyPlease respond to stawnyPlease respond to stawny

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

T Sherrill
12332 Manley St
Garden Grove, CA 92845
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to caroPlease respond to caroPlease respond to caroPlease respond to caro ....lorberlorberlorberlorber

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

caro lorber
5035 live oak dr
Kelseyville, CO 95451
US
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Please respond to BevrojasPlease respond to BevrojasPlease respond to BevrojasPlease respond to Bevrojas

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lightworker Bev Moss
411 Nunya
Ventura, CA 93001
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Alice HendrixAlice HendrixAlice HendrixAlice Hendrix         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to hendrixajPlease respond to hendrixajPlease respond to hendrixajPlease respond to hendrixaj

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Alice Hendrix
P. O. Box 142
Orangevale, CA 95662
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gwen Richards
330 E. DelaGuerra St. #L
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Melissa Maino
2164 Augusta Ct.
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. California is a unique environment 
marked by its beauty as well as its challenges. One of the greatest current 
challenges is drought.  Every effort must be made to protect our water 
resources which are currently more precious than oil when it comes to 
sustaining our way of life.

Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a 
global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our 
communities directly in harm's way. Every decision we make must take into 
account not only short-term profit or financial costs and benefits, but also 
the cost to our state in human and environmental terms, which may not be so 
easily quantified but are nevertheless very real.

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders just aren't prepared for these heavy, dangerous 
trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the risks of 
an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates from 2003 
to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data about 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the past four 
decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects the 
increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.



6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Risinger
197 S Hollenbeck Ave
Covina, CA 91723
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sara Fogan
POB 55552
Santa Clarita, CA 91385
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Laura Paden
20644 San Jose St.
Chatsworth, CA 91311
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Faviola Velasco
3711 Randolph Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90032
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Steven StandardSteven StandardSteven StandardSteven Standard         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to swstandardPlease respond to swstandardPlease respond to swstandardPlease respond to swstandard

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steven Standard
920 S. Soto St.
Los Angeles, CA 90023
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

alena jorgensen
5941 kauffman
temple city, CA 91780
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Martin
7500 Alpine rd
La Honda, CA 94020
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Arleen Weiss
715 bockman
San Lorenzo, CA 94580
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christine Volker
602 Cypress Point Road
Richmond, CA 94801
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Shapira
70 Dunfries Ter
San Rafael, CA 94901
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Faith Conroy
P.O. Box 8031
Calabasas, CA 91372
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jay Heidebrecht
22017 Marjorie Ave
Torrance, CA 90503
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

namita dalal
2x
la, CA 94022
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bruce Chapman
6318 Wine Valley Station
Napa, CA 94581
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Liz Kennedy
PO Box 170386
San Francisci, CA 94117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Seth Yanow
34 SAIS AVENUE
SAN ANSELMO, CA 94960
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
David CottleDavid CottleDavid CottleDavid Cottle         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to omdcottlePlease respond to omdcottlePlease respond to omdcottlePlease respond to omdcottle

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

David Cottle
1318 E St Apt 803
Sacramento, CA 95814
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Nick McNaughtonNick McNaughtonNick McNaughtonNick McNaughton         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to nickfmcnPlease respond to nickfmcnPlease respond to nickfmcnPlease respond to nickfmcn

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nick McNaughton
PO Box 27612
Los Angeles, CA 90027
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Kermit CuffKermit CuffKermit CuffKermit Cuff         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to tiernoPlease respond to tiernoPlease respond to tiernoPlease respond to tierno 23232323

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kermit Cuff
338 Mariposa Ave. #2
Mountain View, CA 94041
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Kathleen StrasserKathleen StrasserKathleen StrasserKathleen Strasser         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to FineartformePlease respond to FineartformePlease respond to FineartformePlease respond to Fineartforme

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathleen Strasser
2582 pine st
Martinez, CA 94563
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Darlene BalzanDarlene BalzanDarlene BalzanDarlene Balzan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to dpbalzanPlease respond to dpbalzanPlease respond to dpbalzanPlease respond to dpbalzan

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Darlene Balzan
5658 Owens Drive #106
Pleasanton, CA 94588
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Tom neo poet and singer actor FinholtTom neo poet and singer actor FinholtTom neo poet and singer actor FinholtTom neo poet and singer actor Finholt         11/25/2014 11:07 AM
To: p66-railspur-comments

Please respond to neofinholtPlease respond to neofinholtPlease respond to neofinholtPlease respond to neofinholt

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tom neo poet and singer actor Finholt
212 Timber Wind Dr.
Wildwood, MO 63011
TC



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Maria BasalduMaria BasalduMaria BasalduMaria Basaldu         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to pancakePlease respond to pancakePlease respond to pancakePlease respond to pancake ____squirrelsquirrelsquirrelsquirrel

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Maria Basaldu
4283 Verdugo rd. #1
Los Angeles, CA 90065
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Dale SteeleDale SteeleDale SteeleDale Steele         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to daletsteelePlease respond to daletsteelePlease respond to daletsteelePlease respond to daletsteele

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. I live about a block from the rail 
tracks that would bring these trains through my town. I frequently take my 
grandsons to a nearby park that is even closer to these tracks. I am aware 
that there have been derailments on these tracks in the past and clearly see 
this proposal as a much more dangerous risk. This is not adequately considered 
in the current proposal you are considering. We have had a number of meetings 
on this subject here and local and state officials agree that more 
comprehensive study and emergency response measures are needed before the 
project could be approved.

Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our state's efforts to be a 
global leader addressing climate change, and these trains will put our 
communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 



facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dale Steele
301 27th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Mark ButlerMark ButlerMark ButlerMark Butler         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to megsimondsandmarkbutlerPlease respond to megsimondsandmarkbutlerPlease respond to megsimondsandmarkbutlerPlease respond to megsimondsandmarkbutler

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Butler
284 Larch Rd
Bolinas, CA 94924
US
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Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 
spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 
our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Gloria Camarillo & Family
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kerry Nelson
PO Box 155
Woodacre, CA 94973
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

melissa miller
80 W Hookston Rd Apt 221
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Arleen Weiss
715 bockman
San Lorenzo, CA 94580
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Makayla Freed
123 E Street
Williams, CA 95987
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 
66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine our 
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change and these 
trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project because:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kathy Sabatini
4728 Isabella Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 95628
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

heidi harmon
1214 Mill
san Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Thomas EdwardsThomas EdwardsThomas EdwardsThomas Edwards         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:07 AM

Please respond to burkePlease respond to burkePlease respond to burkePlease respond to burke ....edwardsedwardsedwardsedwards

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Thomas Edwards
710 Trancas St
Napa, CA 94558
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Damir Grgic
Tijardoviceva 44
Zagreb, ot 10000
HR
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ron Vanderford
839 E Cedar
Burbank, CA 91501
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Linda Black
1515 Silver Lake Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.  
I live in the Bay Area and, so far, I've enjoyed my many overnight business 
trips to San Luis Obispo. I hope you will do the right thing for all of us in 
California by denying the proposed oil-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 
Santa Maria Refinery.

Denise Louie
11 Malta
san francisco, CA 94131
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brian Bogucki
205 S. Wayside Pl.
Anaheim, CA 92805
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Edy G Soto
Sayre St.
Sylmar, CA 91342
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tiffany Cooper
15608 Sandel Avenue
Gardena, CA 90248
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Marie Keefe
355 W. Linden Ave.
Burbank, CA 91506
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jade Brite
-
-, CA 90004
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cathy Grovenburg
1956 Josephine Avenue
San Jose, CA 95124
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Antoinette Ambrosio
225 Hermosa ave. #104
Long Beach, CA 90802
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gael Faller
5814 Mammoth Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bob Whiteford
3860 S.Higuera
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

John Peters
30751 El Corazon #156
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lindsay Reeves
124 Lukens Pl
Glendale, CA 91206
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lisa Williams
8372 Hurstwell dr
Huntington Bach, CA 92646
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Naomi Gilmore
4390 47th avenue apt 108
Sacramento, CA 95824
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mark Hargraves
9274 Ferguson Ct.
Sebastopol, CA 95472
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

john martinez
323 n soto st
east l.a., CA 90033
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Gail Graff
1673 Abbotsbury Street
Thousand Oaks, CA 91361
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ruth valdez
po box 2142
aptos, CA 95001
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  I live in downtown Goleta, just one short block from the train tracks. 
Passing freight trains make my house shake on its foundation. Our houses are 
too close to the tracks for safety should an industrial rail car accident 
happen.

2.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 



stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jessica Altstatt
102 Orange Ave
Goleta, CA 93117
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lily White
645 Carr Ave.
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah Murdoch
15515 west sunset blvd. #308
pacific palisades, CA 90272
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

heidi robertson
535 olive ave
modesto, CA 95350
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sandra Zaninovich
1670 Manning Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90024
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Loredana Nesci
811 N Catalina Ave
Redondo Beach, CA 90277
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susannah Lopez
3732 Alcamo Pl Unit A
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

bernard hochendoner
218 spring ave
patterson, CA 95363
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

quilley powers
5 pamela drive
Petaluma, CA 94954
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Amy Anderson
617 Tiffany Dr B
Santa Maria, CA 93454
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Stacy Patyk
69 Seacliff Drive
Aptos, CA 95003
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

waleed akleh
418 S Raitt Street
Santa Ana, CA 92703
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bob Leppo
1652 Via Rico
Santa Maria, CA 93454
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

bruce haymaker
1224 Ulfinian Way
Martinez, CA 94553
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Frances Craig
511 Rose ln
Paso  Robles, CA 93446
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

trishia Maruri
121 Embarcadero West, Apt. 2109
Oakland, CA 94607
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jana Harker
PO BOX 660793
Arcadia, CA 91066
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nazlee Ghannadi
23223 savory pl
Valencia, CA 91354
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Sarah Wildwood
3007 Serena Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

My husband and I have been visiting the Central Coast for years.  It is our 



favorite vacation destination and someday, we hope to retire to the area.  San 
Luis Obispo is repeatedly classified as one of the nicest places to live in 
the U.S.!  Please don't let Big Oil become Big SPOil and destroy one of 
California's most pristine natural environments.  This is  a big agricultural 
area, as well, and the drought is already doing enough damage.  One oil spill 
from a tanker like this could damage or destroy these fertile lands for good.  
No to Keystone XL and no to Philips in our own backyard!

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tracey Schuster
1550 Amherst Ave. #102
Los Angeles, CA 90025
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christopher Ware
45746 Bridgeport Dr
Fremont, CA 94539
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Angie Franck
976 Oak Grove Road
Concord, CA 94518
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Minette Plaza
1249 42nd Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tim Zemba
112 N. Harper Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90048
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Beatriz Pallanes
2514 W. Lingan Ln.
Santa Ana, CA 92704
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I have had a family member living near Santa Maria for 40 years, and I have 
been coming there all my life.  Please protect what I know and love.

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 



simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Annie Kaskade
231 Hillside Dr
Woodside, CA 94062
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Connie Rlls
513 Jackson St.
San Jose, CA 95112
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Kris Liang
200 California ave
Moss beach, CA 94038
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jessica Denham
16233 Napa St.
North Hills, CA 91343
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Susan Carlson
1718 Astoria Street
Davis, CA 95616
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

ALLY SANTACLARA
150 S WETHERLY DR
LOS ANGELES, CA 90048
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Robert Maya
343A E. Chapman Ave.
Placentia, CA 92870
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nancy Rieser
444 Alhambra St
Crockett, CA 94525
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Tanya Baldwin
100 Oak Rim Way, #16
Los Gatos, CA 95032
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Lohmann
po box 479
Corte Madera, CA 94976
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dirk Obudzinski
1231 6th Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94122
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dana Loats
Ave 37
La, CA 90065
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jeffrey Beckers
1529 Leimert Blvd
Oakland, CA 94602
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Krystle Chandler
1348 La Loma Drive
San Francisco, CA 94019
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lynn Learch
17285 Tamara Lane
Watsonville, CA 95076
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Vicky Tuorto
PO Box 324
San Quentin, CA 94964
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

N Fox
Merced
Berkeley, CA 94707
US
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Please respond to gianappPlease respond to gianappPlease respond to gianappPlease respond to gianapp

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Giana Peranio-Paz
5 Avshalom Str.
Haifa, ot 34403
IL



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to thedazaretskyPlease respond to thedazaretskyPlease respond to thedazaretskyPlease respond to thedazaretsky

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Theda Zaretsky
4922 Beverly Blvd.
LA, CA 90004
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to rgrindlePlease respond to rgrindlePlease respond to rgrindlePlease respond to rgrindle

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Russell Grindle
613 Whitehall Cir
Fairfield, CA 94533
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to pmocinePlease respond to pmocinePlease respond to pmocinePlease respond to pmocine

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Peggy Mocine
401 Washington Ave
Richmond, CA 94801
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to rickryndersPlease respond to rickryndersPlease respond to rickryndersPlease respond to rickrynders

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Richard Rynders
421 Alhambra Blvd
Sacramento, CA 95816
US
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Please respond to redheadsteachbestPlease respond to redheadsteachbestPlease respond to redheadsteachbestPlease respond to redheadsteachbest

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Cashmark Sandy
35376 Newcastle Ct
Newark, CA 84560
US
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Please respond to sandramccolleyPlease respond to sandramccolleyPlease respond to sandramccolleyPlease respond to sandramccolley

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

sandra mccolley
5139 taos
Montclair, CA 91763
US
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Please respond to prbergPlease respond to prbergPlease respond to prbergPlease respond to prberg 2222

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Peter Berg
2141 N VALLEY ST
BURBANK, CA 91505
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Samuel Saison
1846 North Avenue 50
Los Angeles, CA 90042
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jennifer Elsbury
2246 35th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Brett Holland
1217 Boston St.
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karina Oleynikov
7015 de celis pl
Van Nuys, CA 91406
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Jessica Landon
5025 E. Pacific Coast Highway, #221
Long Beach, CA 90804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Judy Lewis
1970 Adelaida Road
Paso Robles, CA 93446
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Hinda Joy Laury
228 Buena Vista Dr.
Claremont, CA 91711
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Carol Ng
960 Edgecliffe Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90026
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

J. Atwell
2401 W. Clark Ave.
Burbank, CA 91506
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Aerie Youn
25486 Bayes St
Lake Forest, CA 92630
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Camille Cardinale
11645 Montana Ave. #105
Los Angeles, CA 90049
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Lora ElstadLora ElstadLora ElstadLora Elstad         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to passivedissenterPlease respond to passivedissenterPlease respond to passivedissenterPlease respond to passivedissenter

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Lora Elstad
3169 Carlyle Street
Los Angeles, CA 90065
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Dennis BaileyDennis BaileyDennis BaileyDennis Bailey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to BaileysurfersPlease respond to BaileysurfersPlease respond to BaileysurfersPlease respond to Baileysurfers

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Dennis Bailey
14690 Morro rd
Atascadero, CA 93422
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Bryan HarrellBryan HarrellBryan HarrellBryan Harrell         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to bryanharrellPlease respond to bryanharrellPlease respond to bryanharrellPlease respond to bryanharrell

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Bryan Harrell
7789 Stanton St.
San Francisco, CA 94114
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
Mike SinkovMike SinkovMike SinkovMike Sinkov         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to MSinkovPlease respond to MSinkovPlease respond to MSinkovPlease respond to MSinkov

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Mike Sinkov
146 S. Dillon Street
Los Angeles, CA 90057
US
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Please respond to rarebreedranchPlease respond to rarebreedranchPlease respond to rarebreedranchPlease respond to rarebreedranch

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Leslie Guidera
20470 County Road 79
Capay, CA 95607
US



Reject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the PhillipsReject the Phillips     66666666    oil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposaloil train proposal
cdellobcdellobcdellobcdellob@@@@attattattatt....netnetnetnet        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 
spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 
our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
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Please respond to tinamariehealsPlease respond to tinamariehealsPlease respond to tinamariehealsPlease respond to tinamarieheals

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Christina Healy
430 Twin Lakes Circle
Santa Rosa, CA 95409
US



Protect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our TownsProtect Our Towns ,,,,    Reject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train ExpansionReject Oil Train Expansion
delone greendelone greendelone greendelone green         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:06 AM

Please respond to delonegreenPlease respond to delonegreenPlease respond to delonegreenPlease respond to delonegreen

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

delone green
106 via cordova
newport beach, CA 92663
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Steven Wong
Pacifica Dr.
Cupertino, CA 95014
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Giana Peranio-Paz
5 Avshalom Str.
Haifa, ot 34403
IL
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Debra DeVictoria
22922  Avenue San Luis
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

N Grantham
PO box 5
Pismo Beach, CA 93448
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Karen Moore
310 West St. Apt. 9
Crockett, CA 94525
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Michael Miller
50 norfolk Ct.
Vallejo, CA 94591
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Candy Bowman
4361 Turnbridge Dr
Sacramento, CA 95823
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Nicole Mikals
2591 Michael drive
Newbury park, CA 91320
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

trixie deveau
4868 La Cienaga Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90211
US
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Please respond to dfnppaPlease respond to dfnppaPlease respond to dfnppaPlease respond to dfnppa 2222

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

donna farmer
4951 bodhi way
ukiah, CA 95482
US
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Please respond to dddollarPlease respond to dddollarPlease respond to dddollarPlease respond to dddollar

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR's worst-case scenario estimates a spill of 180,000 gallons, or 
roughly six tank cars of crude. This has to be an error because most crude 
trains have 100 or more tank cars, carrying millions of gallons. Such a spill 
could devastate our scarce water resources, sensitive ecosystems, homes and 
local economies.

3. The toxic air emissions that will accompany this project pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. In its latest environmental review 
Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

4. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

5. The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa 
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify both 
facilities to allow it to refine the most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian 
tar sands.

6. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 



and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Ellen Dollar
2357 Banderola Ct.
San Luis OBispo, CA 93401
US
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Please respond to reikibellPlease respond to reikibellPlease respond to reikibellPlease respond to reikibell

Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. 

Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil train facility will create 
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution along the rail route, 
with sulfur dioxide and other toxic chemicals leaked that increase risk of 
cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near each 
of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

The planning department must examine the cumulative impacts of the Santa Maria 
and Rodeo proposals as a single project -- not in isolation -- since the 
proposed terminal in Santa Maria is directly linked by pipeline to the 
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo. I live near Rodeo and have a right to speak 
about what happens there.

Susan Bell
1403 S. 59 St.
Richmond, CA 94804
US
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Dear San Luis Obispo County Commissioners and Supervisors,

I am writing to strongly urge you to deny the proposed oil-by-rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine our state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate change, 
and these trains will put our communities directly in harm's way.  

I am strongly opposed to this project for several reasons:

1.  Emergency responders in my town just aren't prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards won't protect the public. The 
draft EIR misinforms first responders because it doesn't adequately assess the 
risks of an oil train disaster; the draft only evaluates rail-accident rates 
from 2003 to 2012 and spill rates between 2005 and 2009, omitting crucial data 
about accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling 
because we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than during the 
past four decades combined. The EIR must look at recent data, which reflects 
the increased quantities of crude being transported in old and unsafe tank 
cars.

2. The EIR has yet to fully analyze the worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed 
and along California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, 
reservoir or aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of 
Californians, an unacceptable risk in this time of extreme drought.

3. Phillips 66 must disclose crude-quality information so decision-makers 
fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail project. At every 
stage of the mining, transportation and refining process, Canadian tar sands 
are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil -- making this project 
simply incompatible with California's plans to be a climate leader. 

For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission 
and Board of Supervisors to soundly reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

marion cassity
rose bud ct
union city, CA 94587
US
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Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

The Phillips 66 project puts communities throughout California at risk -- 
including mine: San Jose.  This presents significant and unacceptable risks to 
our communities across California.

Emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and 
current safety standards won’t protect the public. The recirculated draft EIR 
misinforms first responders because it does not adequately assess the risks of 
an oil-train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills evaluates only rail 
accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release rates between 2005 and 
2009, and omits important data about crude rail accident frequency and 
magnitude in 2013 and 2014. We know that more crude spilled from trains in 
2013 than has spilled during the past four decades. The EIR must look at 
recent data, including accident data from Canada. 

The EIR's worst-case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of about 
180,000 gallons. That's about six tank cars. This must be an error because we 
know that most crude trains are comprised of 100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a 
worst-case scenario spill would be on the order of millions of gallons. Such a 
spill could devastate our scarce water resources, property and our local 
economy, and would pose a significant threat to public health and safety. This 
project must not be approved.

 The Phillips 66 project will create unacceptable levels of toxic air 
emissions. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air.
 In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 admits that its proposed oil 
train facility will create “significant and unavoidable” levels of air 
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The 
report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the 
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

The EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near 
each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. The 
proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s Central Coast. Each oil train would carry 
more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A derailment 
near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could 
contaminate drinking water for millions. This is insane.

 I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.

Respectfully yours,
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